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PREFACE 


N O ſooner did the Relief Scheme conſidered appear 


moſt infamous names, and his piece ſtigmatized for 
a collection of hes and ſcurrility. The zeal of the 
Clergy in a particular manner was rouſed to the moſt 


exorbitant pitch. Pronouncing it unworthy of the 


rufal of Chriſtians, and condemning it to everlaſt- 
ing oblivion, they uſed all their influence to keep fo 


dangerous a performance out of the hands of their 
people. Nay, like Demetrius and the workmen of 


like occupation, who ſet the city of Epheſus in an up- 
rear, and meditated nothing but violence and blood 
againſt Paul, becauſe his diſcourſes threatened to re- 


trench their ſuperſtitious gain, they proceeded fo far 


as to hold ſolemn conſultations about incarcerating a 
Brother not far from Glaſgou, who had been active 


in ſpreading the Publication, till he ſhould produce 


the author of it. 


However more moderate counſels prevailed. Their 
inclination to exemplify the charitable opinion, that 
nothing is ſo effectual to convince an obſtivate heretic, 
or fitence a noily opponent, as to deliver him over to 
the ſecular arm, was violent; but ſome Revd./ Father, 
we ſhall ſuppoſe, better acquainted with the Britiſb 
_ Conſtitution than the reſt, willing to avoid a meaſure, 
which muſt have rung thro? the kingdom, and given 
the petulant author, and his doughty piece a degree 
of conſequence, which they ill deſerve ; or ſenſible, 
that it would for ever forfeit their pretenſions to mo- 
deration andzeal for liberty, had ſo much credit with 


His angry Brethren, as to perſuade them to drop, for 
the preſent, ſo hoſtile a deſigu. 25 
Next accounts aſſured us the daring invader is im- 


mediately to be repelled ſrom the pres; but whether 


in December laſt, than the whole Relief intereſt 
tock the alarm. The author was branded with the 
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Nin apiece ſtamped by Synodical authority, at leaſt com- 
poſed and publiſhed by Pre/byterial appointment, or 


in the laboured production of fix of the fraternity, 
with Mr. Hutchiſon of St. Ninians at their head, was 


not for ſome time eaſy to conjecture, as both reports 
went current. The gentleman juſt mentioned, being 


of ſome repute for learning, decency and good ſenſe, 


the Relief people, and indeed all who concerned them- 


ſelves in this controverſy, approved of his ſtanding 
foremoſt in the cavſe, as ſomething more ſatisfying 


was expected from him, than any other in the Relief 


aſſociation. For my part, I was happy to be engaged 
with a perſon of ſo much merit, perſuaded he would 


ſee the requeſt of © giving me argument inſtead of 
banter and ill names” to be a very reaſonable one; 


and therefore that he would enter into the debate, 


and manage his anſwer with calmneſs and candor. 
A compendicus View, &c. bearing Mr. Hutchiſon's 


name, was ſoon after publiſhed ; but how great was 
our diſappointment to find him actuated by the ſame 


ſpirit, and treading in the ſame ſteps, as the author of 


Ajuft View, &c. who acquired ſo much honour in 
the Relief cauſe laſt year. In moſt inſtances he alto- 


gether ſhuns the argument; and when he ventures to 


look it in the face, it ſeems to be rather with an in- 


tention to make a noife, and inflame the paſſions of 


his reader againſt the Seceders, than to carry convic- 


tion to the mind. He ſtudies either to hide the force 


ok it, that a big word, may deliver him from any fur- 
; ther trouble, or tocarry us off with a long diſcourſe 


about what he muſt be convinced makes no part of 


the buſineſs in hand; that being ſo long entertained 


with ſomething, we may be deceived into an opinion 


ol his {ſentiments being now fully eſtabliſned; accome 


panied with ſuch a torrent of perſonal abuſe, diſ- 
charged on the writer of the Relief ſcheme conſedered, 


as no man can be capable of, who has not firſt work - 
ed himſelf up into the molt frantic rage. Some have 
been pleaſed to alledge he choſe this mode of defence 


to prevent a reply, as I had expreſly put in a caveat | 


againſt it, - 


Whatever be in that, only one thing has prevailed 


with me to take the leaſt notice of his performance; 
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to wipe off the aſperſions caſt upon the memory of 
our worthy Reformers in the laſt century, and alſo u- 


pon the principles and condutt of that religious body 
with which I have the honour to be connected. To 


many ſuch a vindieation is wholly unneceſſary; to o- 
thers it may be uſeful. In purſuance of this deſign, 


the Relief ſeleme is further illuſtrated, particularly on 


| the article of communion as ſtated by our anthor; toge- 
ther with a few things in defeoce of the former pub- 


I ſhall only add, that Gnce concealing my name 


has been miſeonſtructed, no threatevings of a ſtill ſe- 


verer drubbing, nor of the great ſums of money which 


the Relief clergy have in readineſs to ſupport a profſe- : 
eution againſt me, upon avowing the Relief ſcheme 
conſidered, tho' theſe menaccs be both in the higheſt. 


tone and daily repeated, ſhall deter me from ingenu- 


ouſly confeſfing, that the public have had all this 
trouble from IT | 
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JAMES RAMSAY. 


SEPT, 30. 1779. 
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n= T HOU GH me Relief Scheme confidered, rai- 


fed the indignation of the partiſans of that 
cauſe, one of them was ſo obliging as to ap- 


prize me of the blow that was meditated, not only 
againſt the production itſelf, but againſt the Cha- 
rafter of the deteſted author. The writer of this 
piece was unwilling I ſhould know the kind perſon 
who laid me under ſo ſtrong an obligation; yet as it 
| ſometimes falls out with the good offices of our friends, 
which, contrary to their inclination, will diſcover 


them by ſome circumſtance attending their kindneſs, 
the famp of the Poft Office, gave me the ſcent to Fal- 
kirk. Mr. Boſton, therefore, the Relief miniſter in that 


town, who fills his place with ſo much dignity and ap- 


plauſe, is the worthy Brother, to whom I hold my- 


ſelf indebted for this favour, and ſhall be ready upon 


all occaſions, to make the moſt ample acknowledge- 
ments of his generoſity, unlefs he ſhall publicly diſ- 


claim ſuch a proof of his friendſhip. - It hews ſo much 
3 ſublimity of Genius, ſuch brilliancy af wit, and ſo much 
of the true ſpirit of the Copel, that the impulſe to 
| lay it before the public is irreſiſtible, It is as fol- 
| lows: i | 


Rinnn: Da. Ba... . 1 | 
1 your Pamphlet with that attention 
- . which it merited, and with that pleaſure, which 


every genvine friend of truth ſhould feel, in the pe- 
ruſal of ſuch a performance. I doubt not but you 


have received many congratulatory Letters, "_ dif- 
11 2s; & es OF. . ferent 
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ferent miniſters and private chriſtians of our party, for 


the valuable ſervice you have done the cauſe of truth, 
which is wholly among our hands, and for fo juſtly ex- 


poſing the vile latitudinarian relievers, and their ſcheme, 


which you have clearly deen ir ated to be an odd 
pernicious device, and the growth of modern ſcepti- 


ciſm and infidelity.” I cannot help joining my breth- 


ren in a Letter of gratitude, on ſo joyons an occaſion. 
| Your exceflive and well known modeſty, DR. Bx. 
and my diſpoſition not ro flatter, will nor permit me 


to beſtow on you, and your pamphlet, half the en- 


comiume, to yourſelf, which 1 uſually do behind your 
back. There are only two things, which I think 
wrong in your valuable performance, not in the mat- 


ter, but in the order of it. 1. Fam of opinion, that 
the firſt part of your pamphlet ſhould” have been laſt 
becauſe as you have told ſo many notorious lies, in the 


fiſt part, tho? 'with a truly ious intention, to ſup- 


port the cauſe of truth, a great mary people, eſpeci- 


ally the Relicvers, do. not think it worth their while 


to read any farther, and take the liberty to call your 


whole pamphlet a cellesNon of [fa!/bobds, and yourſelf _ 
an. INFAMOUS, LYING” BUACK-GUARD.. 2. I am 
humbly of opinion, that you exred in another reſpect, 
iz. in having your falſhoeds ſo interlperfed among 
the few truths in your book, T think you ſhovld have. 
_ eonnetted them together, in their beautiful harmony, 
and placed them at the end of your book, that there 
they might have ſhone forth as one bright conſteſlati- 
on, and dazzled every beholder.” Had this been done, 
then I am certain, that every genuine Seceder, why is 
as friendly to truth as yourſelf, would have feorn that. 


they were a cluſter of divin- truths, and would have pe. 


titioned the Revd.” Aſſociate“ Synod, that the beauti- 


ful cluſter ſhould be adopied in the Judicial Fefti- 


mon), * they may ſhine tarth to lateſt ages, as 


10 We Ares] emen W Tow, book; 18. as Pe 
come to underſtand, chat, in a Gclpublication; which 
Will appear in a few weeks," your lies are fudicioufly | 
Yn up and cigſely jcbied together, in theit dumber, or- 
der aud harmony, all properly N and all juſ- 
A tice 


fave you the trouble of goflecing chem into one clul- 


Ace. Jang the reſpeQable character of their author, 1 


* 


thought it my diy t inform. vou of this, as it wal 
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ter yourfelf, and in all probability render a ſecond im- 
preffion of your book entirely unneceflary. Before 1 


conclude this congratulatory epillle, I cannot but ex- 


preſs my defire and hope, that your multiplied falſoods, 
narrated with ſuch a, modeſt: confidence, in your 
pamphlet, and with ſuch a worthy intention to pro- 
mote the cauſe of truth, may meet with that recepti- 
on from the public which they deſerve; and that the 
public may be ſo candid and dilcerning, as to view 
your own charager in a proper light, that you may loſe 
nothing of that reſpect and veneration, to which you 


. . F Y „ 2 26 . 
are fo juſtly entitled. —As, in your publication, you 


Have neither mentioned the author, the printer, nor 
the place of printing, but only the year of the Chriſ. 
tian æra, that uſhered this production into the light; 
ſo in imitation of your own conduct, fo extremely 
cautious, ſo becomipg the character of an honoura- 
ble, well-bred gentleman, who wants truth, and not 
names to appear, I have. not told you the author of 


this Letter, the place nor time of writ og t, but the 
er, , 6 ne oP 0 OUg 278 


— 


Revp, Da. BS. 
Tours reſpeAfully, 
P P$8BUDOPHILOS *. 


1779. 


Soon after receiving this miſſive, 4 Compendious 


Vieu, &c. was put into my hand, confirming the in- 


telligence of my valuable friend in all its extent. In 


_ . this performance I am indeed cudgelled to great ſatis- 


The fame gentleman is ſuppoſed, from a variety of cir- 
cumſtances, to be the author of a very valuable ſermon upon 
Lice, lately publiſhed. Whoever admires the noble efforts of 

human genius, and has ajuft reliſh of the genuine Atric ſalt, 
po lind me ne 8 in that celebrated piece.— 
Dey are told, at Glaſgou, in three Ly els 
Revd, Mr, „. e 1 ay 1 e of ore | 
_ T It declares. me an anonymous ſcribler,” who uſes: 
. great Livelliog words of vanity aud Falſbod, and more 
Ee Fe e reſembles 


—̃ —— ꝙ— —e — - — hems > m — — 


— 
ES: qe tre wang 


more a maſter of the original language; Since my com- 
in conſequence whereof he“ pities the people who are un- 
Part 3. P. 67- 68. The reader is ſuppoſed to have a“ ſuf- 


| ficient ſpecimen of my ignorance aud errors; inſomuch 
that the author ** is loth to tire his patience. with more of 


whoſe performance is characteriſed by mazes of error, con- 
| Juſion, contradiftion, and nonſenſe. P. 2. One would think 


| 

| 

; 
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reader is ſummoned, ** till he is held forth to the inſpe ion of 


this waſpiſþ petulant deſamer, that with cruelty and im- 
_  Hiety hath tor g 
Hart; who, tho'a celebrated pulpiteer, has a continued mono- 

ke a mountebark.” P. 3. Tho'“ a ſtaunch profeſſed witneſs 
Ibe father of lies : and the grand diftinguiſhing feature of the 


1 he palms upon the world a gre/7 fal/hood, aſſerts a notorious 
_ Jaiſhood and tells a glaring lie. P. g. He is an“ officious iutru- 


1 


© The world will judge, on readiag the Relief ſcheme 


_. ronfidered, how far I have merited ſuch abuſe. It is 


much to the honour of the Relief intereſt, that many 
of its moſt zealous adherents, profeſs themſelves per- 
„ e as 2 


reſembles the accuſer of the brethren than a Minifer 


of the new Teſtament.” Part 1. p. 25. I © ſeem to be a 
poor critic,” am admoniſhed for not having made myſelf 


mentary upon texts is a huddle ot confuſion and nonſenſe; 


der the miniſtry of ſuch an ignorant perverter of ſcripture.” 


this #nconſeftent nonſenſe.” Part 3. p. 72, 73. But in the 


Appendix all regard to decency is, of purpoſe, caſt off. There | 


the Relief ſcheme confidered, is ſtigmatized as a ſcurrilous. 


invective, and the writer of it © a deceitful, blood: thirſly | 


alſallin,— a lying defamatory ſcribler,-a gecetiſul ſaphiſter, 
this pretty liberal chaſtiſement; but it is little more than | 
brandiſhing the rod: for in the next page the attention of the 


the public, as the object of juſtderifion and contempt. —chaſti- | 
ſed as an illiberal petulant defamer.” After this Hudied 


humility and meckneſs, he falls on in obſerving, ©* the abuſive 85 


feurriliiy“ which proceeds from the *© envenomed tongue of 
n up the aſhes of the dead ;--an invidicus ups | 
tony, roaring with the voice like a Bull, and teſing the bead 

for truth, he bears a reſemblance of that ſpirit who is'called | 
PARENT characteriſes the SoN.“ No marvel, therefore, that | 
foe intermeddler, a buſy body, engaged in a practice, which 


ehimney ſweeps would efteem below their character - -- ives 5 
demonſtrable evidence of his being deftitute of the Chriſtian | 


temper ;--bred on a dunghilh, is engaged in Jow, dirty, and | | 


wnmanly exerciſes ; in theſe he is as much in his element, 

as the ſer pent /icking dufl, and the ſow when wallowing in 
the mire.”--: An *©* i{liberal bigot, that has the impudence to 
aſſert downr ight falſhoods to accompliſh his diabolical pur- 
poſe, the greedy blood fucker,” whoſe © cloven foot, a faurth| 
Time, appears in aſſerting a moſt zator ious lie. P. 5, Ona! 
Slap, comes another ** dare faced ſalſtood. The next mo- 
| | ment“ 
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lien If they do not, 


witneſs ion, Miniſteri 
and afterwards may hold communion, Miniſterial | 


2 d | * wy | | „5 | 
pr Fr Tiles, with the bea/tly drunkard, the profane favear- 


: they may be deaf to fo ſalutary a counſel, the author boaſts 


C5) 


feQly aſhamed of their advocate, and his manner ok 


agenting their cauſe, Some parts of Mr. Hutchiſon : 


character have been repreſented to me in ſuch a light 


4 to make it highly probable, when he has leiſure to 


review 


, 
247 : 1 5 * 2 : * 12447 1. 
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ment he is even convicted of ® a noterious lie,” 8 
a notorious lie, and yet again 
preſumes to aſſert ano leſs notorious lie. Is not this a 


hing prophet? What ſhall be done to thee, O FaLsE 


_ TONGUE !“ and then this hing, defamatory ſcribler is put 
to defiance.” P. 6, Nay he 2 a 75 : 


** 1 | * tem of lies; 
| — mn ſimilarity of his character to that of ME nr the 
rethren, who was a liar from the begining, ſhews, that they 


ate ONE. IN HEART, COUNSEL AND OPERATION.” And 


if fo, why ſhould our author ſcruple 1} hi | 
on 20s way Mou or ſcruple to call him a doaun- 
right liar, in the name of all the Relief people?” P. 7, All 


Wis _ ſatisfy, for he is ftill proclaimed ** a notorious i- 
er ; a defamatory, viperous bigot.” Again © he tells a de- 


8 teſtable lie; iempudentty aſſerting ſ- * 
45 | ng ſo many falſchoods,” as a- 
0 pay 2-4 4 : 3 noted proof of his integrity, and the fncerity 
- ruth of his profeſſion, He will not content himſelf with 


RESEMBLING SATAN, in the black art of falſehood and de- 
famation, but he muſt invade the prerogative of that great 


Being, who alone ſearches the > this it i 
e e Ie e heart.” After this it is 
very kind in Mr, HN io wiſh him a little more of that cha- 


rity, which ſuffereth long and is kind, and doth not behave 


_ Hiſelf un/eemly, P. 8. for, he has gi Yr 
2 gem, P. 8. for, he has given ſuch a“ ſpecimen of 
5 dr ava Moderation, and regard to truth” that our Au- 
oc would be extremely ſorry the lives of the Relief mi- 
_ * were in his hand; leſt he might accompliſh /iterally 
n them, what the mild Emperor Caligula, (a man of., mi- 


lar complexion with himſelf) wiſhed to do to Rome.” P. 9. 


Ah! this Reverend LI AR. W.I a | | 
, whom Mr. Bell willendeavour to 
1 2 A ublic ſhame as a ljing Prophet.” P. 11, In ſum- 
2 x Ts 10 t of e it is found that Mr. H.“ has convicted 
ib these el, defamatory bigot, of as many glaring falſehoods 
5 Jies ſelect n the licge of Troy; and were all bis ther 
: Ted, it is queſtionable, if any publication, ſince that 


diſtant period contained a grea i 
2d co a greater number of abominable lies 
5 Lebe, The party with whom this author is con « 
1 we emmy admoniſhed to bring him under fcrip- 
eipline, after he has been convicted of ten notorious 


they will be /atitudinarians with a 


le adulterer ” &c, But under an apprehenſion. 


him again with a ** /or ſhame? a mioifter of the God of 


hap! y g/aring violations of truth, in 2 
- ming to the world, a ſcene of 1 open He lg. | 


oed, methods fo diabelical and inferna/,” P. 11. Leſt all 
| | 3 Sn Fen, a as + 11 Þ 
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review his, performance, : and begins to think e that 


he will Fos n himtelf much more than any other 
can. Who js not ready to poſe when his ſore heel is 
cep. temper ig g d 
toverſy is apt to tranſ- 
_ mo beſt of men beyond the bounds of religion, 


reaſan and decency. My, ſympathy with him is the 


grcater, lance, I was acquainted. with his © infirm ſtate 


of health;“ which appears to be ſpch in its nature 
and' ener, * wicht) well baye excuſed his lack of ſer- 
. 5 


As to Dy D 6 hope to be ed from the ſoirit 


and. tile of the Relief writers; fentible that i it is a diſ- 
_ Honour to Chriſtianity, and injurious to any cauſe. 
The reader ſhall not therefore be diſturbed with any 
paſſionate outrage, in return to the /currility and a- 


buſe which has been poured ſo liberally upon me. An 


INFINIT ELT GREATER than I. was retviled as a 4% 

ceiver of the people, —a Samaritan, and one that bad 
a devil, nay, in league with Beeſzebub, the prince of 

. devils: and his adverſaries ſuppoſed they ſaid well, 

| when all thoſe b/aſphemous; actuſations were laid a- 


gainſt him. But when reviled, he reviled-not again, 


but committed himſelf to him that judgeth righ- 
* teouſly.“ This is che glorious pattern we are called 
to ſtudy and follow. After this manner I defire to 


learn Chriſt. Conſcious of having advanced noth: bg 


as fact, which I was not p:rſuaded upon good grounds 


was true, nor any point of daFrine, but what appears 


to me ſcriptural, I can aſſure Mr. Hut chiſon, that none 
of his charges and denunciations have come near my 
conſcience; neither bas his torrent of abuſe? affected . 


for a moment my feelings. They have ſwelled my pt- 


1, never my indignation and reſentment, Any re- 
marks upon his performance, which are thought ne- 


this mould not work, my This poor unhappy man” is beaged 
to turn his attention to the righteous judgment of God,” and 


very kindly doomed io the pit of eternal perdition“ if infinite 


mercy and repentance prevent not.“ The Pu blic in the mean 
time are guarded againſt the writings of a man that ate 


evidently ſtuffed with Hes and Jalſc hood, virulence and defa- 
mation. P. 12. 


Selen 
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eeffury, fhall be offered, Fercfore, 3 afl the cefpes 


that is conſiſtent with honeſiy and plainneſs. 


I be author of A compendicns View, &c, intending 
to ſilence the loud complaints of the public about che 


doctrines and form of the Relief church belag kept in 
the dark, is ſo obliging as to give us, what he ſome- 


times calls © a ſpecimen of her doctrines,“ and at other 
times, „a compendious view of the religious ſoftens 
maintained and taught by the ſynod of Relief,” con- 


ſifting of 22 pages. I ſhall ſay nothing about the 
propriety of dwelling upon the exiltence of God, rhe 


nature and order of the creation, and particularly o. 


the creation of man in fo very ſhort an abftraf?; F 
4. 53 Nor of his taking up lo much of the reader 


time and attention in liſtening to his realonings con- 
cerning the equity of the divine conſtitution, in ap- 
Pointihg Adam the fœderal head of his poſterity, P. 
5, 6; concerning the extent of Chriſt's repreſentation 
in the covenant of Grace, P. 8, 9. or the pardon of 
Nn in juſtification, P. 20. and 1208 like ;. tho? ſome have 
thought this very ridiev/ous ; and others have wiſhed the 
place occupied by his argumentation had been aſſigned 


to ſome other material articles of the Reli Creed. All 


Intended on this part of the pamphlet is, to point out 


ſome things that are not eaſily comprehended, which 


it may be neceſſary therefore to explain a little more 


particularly; and then offer a reaſon or two why, af- 
ter all our author's labour, we are a5 much at a lofs 


about the Relief ſyſtem as ever, The matters reckon 
ed hard to be underſtood are ſuch as theſe—— © 
That © the tree of life, which grew in the midſt of 
the garden, was a material and viſible reprefentation of 
that glorious and happy life which was promiſed in 


the covenant of works.“ P. 7. That this tree was 4 
feal of the covenant, deſigned to confirm Adam's 
faith of that happy lite, ſit to awaken and ſix his me- 
ditations upon it, is plain; ; but how it could be a ma- 


terial viſible repreſentation of the favour and image of 


God wbich he then enjoyed; or of the unutterable glo- 
ries of the heavenly ſtate, is not ſo clear. Will theſe 
things hear a material viſible repreſæentatian? What 


93 material abject could Poflibly preſent them to kis bo- 


dily 


* 
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dily eyes ? or how does it appear, that the tree io queſ- 
tion, was intended to ſerve theſe purpoſes? 


- 
* 


Another thing equally uncommon is, © that Chriſt 


aſſumed human nature into union with his divine per- 
ſonality.“ P. 9, 10. That our gracious Redeemer aſſu- 
med man's nature into union with his divine perſon as 


the Son of God, is true, and has been the doctrine of 


the church from the beginning. But is the perſon of 


Chriſt and his perfonality the ſame ? or don't they 
convey as different ideas, as that of a man and his hy- 


manity? When did this manner of expreſſion creep 


into uſe ? Is it meant to teach an ab/urdity* or does it 


mean nothing ? and ſhall we employ unmeaning terms 
on ſo high a myſtery, for the ſake of ſaying ſomething 


neu and ſtriking. 6 

Perhaps it may be of ſmall conſequence, when he 
aſſerts that Chriſt's kingdom commands every thing 
that hath being.” There can be no hereſy in this. 


His kingdom undoubtedly ruleth over all things ; and 
every thing muſt have being: but when he ſpeaks of 


the lau and goſpel church“ in the ſame page, P. 14; 
the matter is more intereſting. Perhaps, he may be 


right in this too; only we may enquire what is meant 


by the lau · church in diſtinction from the geſpel. church? 
Is not the GOSPEL efſential to the church? Can there 
be any church founded upon and adminiſtred by the 
law? Was not the church under the cd diſpenſation 
as much a goſpel church as under the new one,. —a 
church ſtanding on the the new covenant, enjoying 

the tidings, and alſo the bleflings of ſalvation through 
_ Chriſt f What is our author's opinion on this head ? 


The account of church officers is a little myfterious. 
P. 15. © They are paſtors and teachers, together 


with helps and governments, or preſbyters, who are 
to aid the paſtors of the church in ruling. To theſe 
ve add Deacons.” Do you ſo ? but why ? when was 
It agreed that both he/ps and governments mentioned 
by the apoſtle, 1 Cor. xii. 28. were Pre/ſhyters ? Our 
divines uſe to explain theſe as diſtinct officers, one of 

which can have no ſhare in church-rule; nor are 
either of them in eccleſiaſtical and ordinary phraſe, 
counted Preſoyters, To helps aud governments you 


. 


N 


; add d deacons. But Preſbyterian writers and churches 


think that this is juſt adding D-acons to Deacons ; be- 


cauſe they take helps and Deacons to be the ſame, as 


diſtin from Paſtors and Ruling Elders, Nor does it 


appear they are miſtaken in this; for it is plain in the 
paſſage under conſideration, the apoſtle enumerates 

all church officers, ordinary and extraordinary. Theſe 
and none other our Lord hath authorized. If there- 
fore to helps and governments you will add Deacons, 
we are afraid the queicion may be propoſed, Who 


bath required this at your hands? 


What is underſtood by obſerving, P. 17. that few 


in compariſon 1 improve their right to believe into real 
faith.“ It is a great matter to be fully convinced of 
our warrant to believe in Chriſt, Many have it, who 
never think of it; and many think of it, who do not 


fee it in any proper light, and thence make no proper 


uſe of it, But by what means, natural or ſupernatu- 
ral, ean a man improve his warrant, or as our au- 


thor calls it, his right to believe into real faith ? Can 


the warrant, or that which gives a man a right to be- 


lieve be turned into faith itſelf? Or is not the very im- 


provement of the warrant or right to believe, juſt faith? 


When ſtating the difference between juſt ification and 
regeneration, P. 18. he tells us that ( the one reſpects 
the penalty of the law and the puniſbment, which it 


threatens; the other reſpetts the precepts of the law, 


and the obedience, which it requires.” Pray what is 


the difference between the penalty of. the bays and the 


| 


25" ant Wbich the broken law threatens ? How 6 


dure his nature; a point which no 1 8 
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Term can have any difficulty about. What is imputed, 


in the nature of things, cannot be infuſed. What be- 
comes a man's property in lau reckoning, cannot by 


that imputation be put within him, He alſo obſerves 
very yudictouſly, that © in juſtification a believer not 

ouly obtains a title to life, which he cannot loſe ; but 
alfo a full, free and irreverfible pardon of all his fins.” 


This is perfectly plain. If a man have have an inde- 


 ſeafible title to /ife, he muſt have a pretty ſingular 


turn of thought who can imagine, that ſuch a perſon's 
 Iniquity is not forgiven. The one is neceflarily impli- 


ed in, and, in the order of nature, cannot but go be- 
Fore the other. But what follows needs ſome litt la 


explication to make it comprehenſible, that“ a belie- 
ver's obedience is at once the evidence of his title to 


life, and his meetneſs for the poſſeſſion of eternal life 


in reſpect of the frame and temper his mind.” P. 19. 


That the ſanctification of our nature by the ſpirit is 
our meetneſs for heaven, to which we obtain a title 
in juſtification, and that obedrence is an evidence to ours 
ſelves and others, both of our perſons being juſtified, 
and our natures being renewed, we have been taught, 
and firmly believe. But how obedience ſpringing from 


faith, and a fruit of a believer's meetneſs for heaven, 
in reſpect of the frame and temper of his mind, thould 


be that meetneſs itſelf is ſtrange. A gracious frame 
and temper of ſoul will ſhew itfelf in acts of goſpel o- 
bedience ; but are theſe a&s of cbedience the ſame with 


the renewed frame and temper from which they pro- 
ceed? Is a ſubje&'s obedience to the laws of his prince 
his mestneſs, in reſpe& of the frame and temper of his 
mind, for being admitted into- the palace, and to ſtand 


continually in the royal preſence? —- 


Me ſhall only notice another expreſſion, which ſo : 


far as has occurred in my ſmall reading, muſt be very 


wew.—That © darkneſs, enmity and diſorder flill re- 


main in all the powers of the mind till the body of clay 


de diſſolved.“ P. 22. The difficulty is not, how the 


underſtanding, will, and affections, which our au- 


thor expreſly names, are made powers of the mind, 


though that muſt be ſome nice ſtroke of ſcience ; but 


how corruption remains in all theſe till the body of clay 
be diſſolved For it has hitherto been thought, thee 
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zn death believers are made perfect in holineſs; all re⸗ 
maining impurity being then purged for ever, from 


every power of the foul, But uſually, it is not till a 


conſiderable time after death that the body of clay is 


diſſolved. May we be permitted to enquire, in what 


| Nate he ſuppoſes the powers of the mind to be, during 
that intermediate ſpace? Is his purgatory the ſame, 


which the good Papiſts have invented? Or has he 


luckily hit on a more gentle one, where the ſouls of 


the ſaints muſt neceſſarily take a ſhort, though a very 
profitable turn? RT = N 0 
But admitting all theſe points to be quite clear and 


latis factory; our author certainly cannot be ſo vain 

| as to ſuppoſe, the public will ſuſtain his“ Treatiſe,“ 
as he is pleaſed to call it, for a proper exhibition of 
the religious fyſtem maintained by the Synod of Relief. 


RS os „„ th 
FIRST H; This Treatiſe, however elaborate, compre- 


hends but a Few articles. Several capital and impor- 
tant doctrines, it muſt be acknowledged, are here ſet 
before us, and ſuch no doubt as the writer thought 


would ſtand particularly recommended to ſerious peo- 


ple; but it is a pity, fince engaged in this buſineſs, that 


he has taken ſo narrou a compaſs. How many precious 


articles of the Chriſtian ſaith are wholly omitted? nd 
leis precious than thoſe our author has done ſo much 


Juſtice to. The worſbip of the church, too, he ſays 


nothing about; ſave in general, that Chriſt has ap- 
pointed two ſeals of the covenant, Baptiſm and the 


Lord's Supper. Her government is left untouched, 


farther than a /ort of enumeration of her officers, ac- 


companied with a very neceſſary obſervatian, that 
their power is in ſubordination to her great Head. 


Not a ſyllable about its form or tenor of adminiſtrati- 
on. Nor have we the moſt diſtant hint, whether dif- 


cipline, be ſo much as competent to her. From all 


which, one of theſe things, in ſpite of our utmoſt. 


charity, will follow ;—either that the Relief ſyſtem is 


the moſt imperfect and curicus ſyſtem in Chriſtendom ; 


or that our author has failed unaccountably in he 
exhibition of that tem, notwithſtanding his laborious. 


pains for our information; a ſimple reference to 


the HMaſiminſter Gonfeſſion, after the manner of his par- 


tf, 


Cw} 
ty, would have directed us to an incomparably better 
view of their principles. e e e 
S RECON DLT; It does not appear, nor has our author 
the hardineſs any where to inſinuate, that the Relief. 
Synod either appointed him to pive us a compendious 
view of their religious ſyſtem, or that when he ſub- 
mitted to the drudgery of drawing up their creed, from 
an impulſe of generous zeal, it obtained their appro- 
bation, or the ſanction of their authority. The public 

made no demands for Mr. Hutchi/en's private confeſ- 
ſion of faith, We wanted. a declaration of what the 
Relief church, as ſuch, holds; and expected it from 
her repreſentatives met in judgment. Do the Synod 
of Relief avow this creed? Where ſhall we find their 
Synodical deed to that effect? If they did not compile 
this confeſſion, nor ever acknowledged it to be theirs ; 
upon what rational grounds can this writer conclude, 
the world will give him credit that it is indeed the Re- 
lief ſyſtem? Were 1 compoſe a creed to my liking, - 
and call it the confeſſion of the 4fſeciate Synod, while 
they never employed me in that work, never ered to 
adopt it as their own, perhaps never faw nor heard 
of it, till it appeared in print; whether would their 
charge of temerity and preſumption, or the complaint 
_of the public of impoſition and inſult, be moſt juſt ?— 
The caſes ſeem to be parallel; unleſs the Relief Synod, 
as Mr. Bofton elegantly expreſſes it, have conſtituted 
Him the Lord-keeper of their faith, Tüll ſomething 
_ farther be done, therefore, the world muſt be per- 
ſuaded the Relief church lies in the ſame obſcurity as 
before. And when they ſhall ſee meet to uſher her 
into the light, perhaps from the above reflections it 
may appear, our author is not perfectly qualified for 
uch important ſervice, except his pen be under the 
direction of a more accurate and ikilful hand. 


— 


The Sgcoxp Part of his piece, conſiſting of eight 
Pages, contains an account of the preciſe points, in 
which the Synod of Relief differ from the eſtabliſbed 
church. Theſe preciſe points, it ſeems, are only two; 
legal and unſound preaching, together with violent 
intruſions into the miniſtry, Upon which, at preſent, 
| IT ſhall only expreſs wy ſorrow that the points. in dif- 
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ference with our Mother are ſo few, when the Lord 
is evidently calling for a far more extenſive pleading; 
and proceed to the e 


TRHIRD Part of his treatiſe, which is ſaid to con- 


_ tain the things in which the Synod differ from the Se- 
ceſſion in Scotland, Here, after ſetting aſide ſeveral 
things, which he fays make no part of the peculiar 
ſcheme of SECEDERS, he finds the points in difference 


to be, 1. Their anti-foleration principles. 2. The ar- 
ticle of cccaſianal hearing. 3. The unſcriptural nar- 
rowneſs of their terms of communion. I have no 


oObjection to theſe ſeveral heads marking our further 


mercifully thro? twenty pages! 


progreſs in this review. 


On the IRST of theſe heads, our author is at great 


_ pains in drefling a man of fraw and when he has 


got him properly attired, and ſet in the moſt ſtriking 
attitude, he falls a threſbing the poor wretch moſt un- 
He wilt have it, “that 


the reformation which SECEDERs contend for, is an u- 


wiformity in one ſyſtem of doctrines, one mode of wor- 


ſhip, and one form of chyurch-government, To BE 


'INFORCED BY THE SWORD OF THE CIVIL MAGIS= 


T RATE on all ranks of perſons in Scotland, --England 


and Ireland, without toleration to any who cannot a- 
gree in the ſame ſyſtem.— It is not an unanimity in re- 
ligious ſentiments, to be effected among the Briti/h ſub- 


jects, by reaſonable, perſuaſion and conviction of the 


truth; but a forced profeſiion of a certain ſyſtem of 


doctrines BY THE PAINS OF' THE STATE” P. 6. 
In regard this calumny is as abominable, as it is bold, 
this writer might be fuffered to pleaſe himſelf in his 


ingloriaus triumph. But, for the fake of others, we 
ſhall beg leave to obſtruct his progreſs, - 3 


ToLERAT ION in the fate is uſually, and war jt 


be diſtinguiſhed into negative and pofitive, By poſe- 


tive toleration is meant, the Magiſtrate's giving pcſe- 


* 


tive and direct countenance to a ſyſtem of error, and to 
erroneous perſons, in the profeſſion and maintenance 


of it; when he takes the former under the poſitive 


protection of law, and encourages the latter to diſſe- 
minate their unſcriptural tenets, and abide in their ido- 
- ay i] hs latrous 
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Fatrous or ſuperſtitious practices, by honouring them 
with places of power and truſt, bnilding and endowing 
churches for their religious aflemblies, and the like. 
Toleration of this kind, Seceders are not aſhamed to 

ronounce unlawful. They are of opinion, that there 
is an eſſential difference between truth and error, as 
there is between what is morally right and wrong 


and therefore, that error can have no juſt claim to 


the patronage or defence of any, more than to its 
being received and profeſſed, On the contrary ; as it 


is (in in in a private perſon to eſpouſe, profeſs and en- 


courage an erroneous ſyſtem, with whatever plauſibi- 
lity it may be digeſted and recommended; it muſt be a 


crime much more atrocious in the magiſtrate, who is 


the miniſter and deputy of God to ſhew it favour; e- 
ſpecially when he has been enlightened' in the know-- 
ledge of the truth, and is fully perſuaded of the falfity 


of the oppoſite ſyſtem. We cannot underſtand how 
_ God's vicegerent upon earth can lawfully approve of, 
and favour what his Sovereign Lord condemns, and 
abhors; but think the divine command be not par- 
© taker of other mens ſins: keep thyſelf pure,” 1 
Tim. v. 22. of as undoubted and forcible obligation. 
on magiſtrates in their place, as on miniſters in their 


place; and that if it be the duty of the Kings of the 


earth to withdraw-their power from the antichriftian 
beaſt, it mult be their duty to deny, or having granted 


it, to withdraw their power from the kingdom of dark- 


neſt and error under every new ſhape it may aſſume. 
Ik this be a miſtake, we confeſs it to be one of ſome 
conſequence, and will take it Kind to be ſer right. 


Negative toleration is, the Magiftrate's forbearing 


to moleſt the erroneous in the profeſſion and exercite 
of their religion, when their principles are not ſub- 
verſive of good order in ſociety, and their deport- 
ment regular and inoffenſive. 


Such a foleration, 
Seceders approve of, and contend foc. From their 
hearts they deteſt perſecution for conſcience ſake, un- 


der whatever name or pretence it can be practiſed. 


They are clear, that neither Magiſtrate nor Clergy 
ought to dictate to their fellow-men in matters of reli- 
gion; and that, with the limitation now mentioned, 
men are amenable'to Gop only: for their religious 

3 | | princi- 
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priociples, and the uſe made of their Bibles. Con- 
vinced, that the kingdom of Chriſt is, in its whole con- 


 flitution and frame, diſtin& from the kingdoms of this 


world, and therefore is not to be propagated by car- 


nal weapons of any kind, they can ſay as ſtrong things 
againſt intolerance, as our author is capable of; and 


have the vanity to think, they could manage the ar- 


gument in defence of their principles about it, with 
more convincing evidence than he has done, after all 
his airs of ſelf- importance. 


The world, I doubt not, will give more credit to 


their Joint, unanimous, judicial declarations, than to 
this writer's moſt ſolemn aſſeverations. One Synod 
of the 4ſſoctation aſſures us, they © deteſt the pr inei- 


ple of perſecution for conſcience ſake, or of deny- 
* ing the enjoyment 6f natural rights to fuch, whole 


_« principles or practices are not inconſiſtent with the 
* peace and order of civil ſociety “.“ The other Sy- 
nod indeed bave nothing expretly upon that ſubje& 
ia their warning againſt Popery, but ſufficiently dil- 


cover the ſame amiable | 1 of mogernon. and for- 
bearance T7. 

Does not our author grant, chat both nartics of 

Seceders ſeem now to be of opinion, that all peace- 


able members of the civil ſtate ought to be allowed 

the free exerciſe of their religion.“ P. 26. How them 

can he have the confidence to repreſent them as men 
of intolerant principles, in the moſt odious light imagi- 


nable? How ſhall he anſwer for it to God or the pub- 


lic, for ſtating that to be their principle which he him. i 


felf muſt know to be a vile calumny, and which he is 


obliged publickly to acknowledge ſuch ?—They were 
once of another opinion. — Though they had once en- 
tertained different ſentiments, an honeſt mind would 
rejoice at their being better enlightened, rather than 
turn it into a ſcandal and reproach. It yields them 
: the merit of being open to conviction, eagerly graſ- 
ping at truth when they perceive it, and in readioeſs 


to e the firlt opportunity of avoving it opcaly. 


* See 4 Teſtimony by the Aſpociate Synod againſt the legal 
encouragement lately given to POPERY. P. 6. 5 


F See 3 by the Burgher Synod. 5 8 23 
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But what proof has our author that thefe were bot 

he original views of Seceders? Oh ! © in their Judi- 
cia! Teflimony they condemn / the tolerations that e- 


ver took place in Britain ſiuce the reformation,” P. 5. 


No, Sir; not in their teſtimony ; nor in any other pa- 
per emitted by them. You either condema a teſtimo- 
ny which you never read with attention, or muſt have 


ſmall acquaintance with the biſtory of the church in 


Britain. But tho' this allegation were true, as it is 


not, it will not eſtabliſh his inſinuation, that, from 


the beginning, their' principles were intolerant ; be- 
_ cauſe it were eaſy to ſhew, that all the tolerations that 

have obtained in Britain were unſcriptural in tbeir 
principle, nature and end; eſpecially in the infamous 
reigns of Charles II. and James VII ;—tolerations 
flowing from an uſurped, blaſphemous, ſpiritual ſupre- 
macy, pretended prerogative and abſolute power, for 
the introduction of Popery and-/lavery, To this the 
atts of toleration themſelves, and the hiſtories of theſe 


times bear undeniable witneſs. Is it not admirable 


reaſoning, that becauſe Seceders condemn all the tole- 
rations hitherto granted in Britain, they muſt be, or 


* 


at leaſt have been, adverſaries to all toleration? 


As to the toleration “ granted by queen Ann 1712, 


allowing her ſubjects (papiſts excepted) the free exer- 
ciſe of their religion according to their conſciences“ P. 


5. we grant that Seceders condemned it in their tefti- 


mony ; they do ſo (till, aod yet are perfectly conſiſtent 


with themſelves: becauſe this was much more than a 
ſimple forbearing to vex the erroneous and ſuperſtitious 
for conſcience ſake, It was direct, peſitive encourage - 
ment to men of the worſt principles, rehgious and po- 
litical; men who, for many years, had been labouring 
by methods the moſt diabolical, for the overthrow of 
all our civil and religious liberties.— The Aſeciate 


Preſbytery expreſs themſelves with much precition a- 


bout jt, © Tolerations of THIS KIND; are contrary 
© to the word of God, and to the principles of this. 


« Church contained in the Confeſſion (Chap. 22. $ 3. 
« Ch. 23 { 3.) and the anſwer to the queſtion in the 
« larger Catechiſm, What are the fins forbidden in the 
& ſecond commandment ? And the preſent was mainly 


4 intended and deligned for ſtrengthening and ſpp- | 
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Le porting a malignant and diſaffected party in Scotland 
% whoever ſince the revolution have openly eſpouſed 
te the cauſe and intereſt of a Popi/ſh Pretender; and 


« whole meetings to this day are not only nurſeries of 
« {uperſtition, but ſeminaries of diſaffection to our 


| 10 ſovereign king George and the proteſtant ſucceſſion 
«in his illuſtrious family“ Act and Teſtimony, P. 95. 
Was not this a ſufficient reaſon for condemning it, 


though I were not to add, that it was contrary to the 


moſt folemn national engagements to purge out Epi- 
copacy with other evils; and alſo to the late union ſet- 
tlenient ? Has our author ſo little of the ſpirit of a 
Briton, is he ſo much a friend to the Chevalier of St. 


Germains, and ſo great an enemy to the illuſtrious 


houſe of Hanover, as to approve of, and zealouſly 
- plead for ſuch a toleration ?- 


Luis is not all. Our good friend thruſts in the ge- 
ceders between the horns of the Solemn League, and the 


att of the commiſſioners of the convention of eſtates en- 
joining it Oct. 12th, 1643 3 and there he will oblige 


them to take with their perſecuting principles.“ They 
own the obligation of that /olemn league and covenant, 
and muſt, on that account, allow they contend for 


an uniformity enforced by the ſword.” P. 6, 7,8. Les; 


they own the obligation of it, and are perſuaded the 


violation of this covenant, is one of our moſt heinous 


national fins ; yet execrate all ſuch ety ee a 


as he would force upon them. 


It has been the manner of every generation to ſup- 


poſe themſelves much wiſer than their Fathers; thence 
we have been taught by many to look on our anceſ- 


tors in the laſt century, who compoled this covenant, I 
and joined in {wearing it, in no other light, than a ſer 


of Enthufiaſts aud Madmen, that neither underſtood 
the goipel, nor had imbibed any thing of its ſpirit. 
But who that is not totally ignorant of their princi- 


ples, temper and conduct, can be the dupes of ſuch 


credulity ? The annals of Britain cannot ſhew a liſt 
of lo illuſtrious names as adorned this period. For a 
ſpicit of manly liberty, political ſagacity, ſolid learn; 
ing, and pure religion, our covenanting Fathers were 


the brighteſt ornaments of their country. It muſt, 
therefore, betray the moſt unpardonable vanity and 
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deepeſt ingratitude, for the weak/ings of theſe times, 


ja a great meaſure ſtrangers to their circumſtances, 


to throw out iliberal and raſb cenſures upon their eon - 
duck. This obfervation is not intended either to vin- 
dicate or excuſe their miſtakes ; but to impreſs the 
reader with the propriety of ſtudying the hiſtory of 


that age, and the characters of the principal perſons 
who flouriſhed in it, before he liſten to every goſſip 


who takes the liberty to reflect on heir memory, to 
whom, under Providence, we owe every thing valu- 


able. 


One part of che Solemn League had matters of Aats 
for its object, ſuited to their peculiar and perilous cir- 
cumſtances. To this part belobgs the third article, 


and alſo the paragraph quoted with ſo much indig- 


vation by our author © about the diſcovery of all ſuch. 


as have been, or ſhall be incendiaries, malignants or 


evil inſtruments by hindring the work of reformati- 
on of religion, dividing the king from the people, or 
dividing one of the kingdoms from another, or mak- 
ing any faction or parties contrary to this league and. 
covenant,” Beſides an engagement to abide by, aut 
defend the re formed religion, it was an oath of 4e · 
giance to the Savereign, and a bond of political union 
between the three nations, for ſtrengthening mutual 
confidence, with the defence and preſervation of their 
unalienable civil rights, which had been daringly in- 
vaded and wreſted from them. Now where is the harm 
of annexing civil penalties to the perpetration of civil 
crimes, ſuch as theſe ſpecified in that oath? Where is 
the injuſtice, or even the ſmalleſt impropriety of pu- 


niſhing thoſe in an exemplary manner, who not only 


refuſe to accede to a political alliance, and ſwear an 
| Oath of allegiance, which the very exiſlence of the 
ſtate makes neceffary; but exert all their influence to 
_ Tap the foundations of government, and ruin the beſt 
Intereſts of their country ? What nation under hea- 
ven has not done this? What man endowed with 


common ſenſe, can find fault with it? 

If it be faid, the framers of this covenant commit- 
ted an egregious mittake in blending civil and religi- 
ous things in the fame oath. Perhaps they did: and, 
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great object in view permitted it, that theſe mit» 

ters had been preſerved diſtinct, in two diſtinct oaths; 

becauſe I am conſcious an overſight in this, if it be 
one, has been the occaſion of tearing the memory of 
our Reformers, and fixing the blackeſt imputations u- 

pon their cauſe. Yet this was not fo eaſy as ſome ſu- 

perficial thinkers apprehend. The churches of Eng- 
land and Ireland were groaning under an enormous 
load of tyrranny acd fuperſtition; the whole political 
ſyſtem of Brztiſh liberty was ſhaking to its center. 
The object of theſe worthy men was complex, as it was 

great and perilous ;—the preſervation of the ſtate, and 
the reformation and defence of the church. The inte- 
reſts of truth were blended to their hand, and as -fuch 
preſented themſelves to their minds, Thus it was na- 
tural, if not abſolutely neceſſary, to comprehend them 
in one inſtrument of aſſurance and defence. 
One thing is certain, being unanimouſly vouched 


by the hiſtorians of theſe times, that none were ene- 


mies to this covenant, or profeſſed ſcruples in taking 
it, but thoſe, who being of Popiſb or Prelatical princi- 
Ples, were the ſlaves of prerogative and arbitrary pow- 
er in uſe to employ every effort for overturning the 
conſtitution of the ſtate, and for reconciling the 
church to the See of Rome ; or, atleaſt, for retaining 


and foſtering the ancient ſuperſtitions. 'The worth 


perſons. before us were perfectly ſatisfied of this. Was 
it not neceflary then, even upon the principle of /e/f- 


defence, to detect theſe malignant, prerogative mini- 
ons; and if they would lay themſelves open to the 


zuſt reſentment of their country, that they ſhould have 
cauſe to repent their bloody, traiterous defigns. * 
Moreover, i is not in the power of the greateſt e- 


ne mies to this covenant and the framers of it, to ſhew, 


that it was enforced upon any in the high terms of the 
act of the Commiſſioners of the convention, or that 
the leaſt ſeverity was exerciſed upon recuſants on ac- 
count of their religious ſcruples. The caſe ſtood here, 


as when the National Covenant, of which afterwards, 


was enjoined, So far were the friends of the Solenm | 
League in Scotland from enforcing it in the terms of this 
act, or in any leſs rigorous, which the. ſtate of the na- 
tioa might ſeem to require, that we find ſpecial care 
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taken by them to be ſatisfied” about the ſincerity of 


thoſe who offered to take the covenant, after having 
diſcovered their averſion and malignity. In an act of 
the General Aſſembly, 1649. Sel. 19. it is appointed 


and ordained, that none of theſe perſons who are 
debarred from the covenant and communion, ſhall 
be admitted and received thereto, but ſuch as after ex- 


act trial, ſhall be found for ſome competent time be- 
fore or after the offer of their repentance, to have, 
in their ordinary converſation given real teſtimony of 
their diſlike of the late unlawtu] engagements, and ofthe 
courſes and way of malignants, and of their ſorrow for 
their acceſſion to the ſame, and to live ſoberly, righte- 

ouſly and godly.” A little after, ſpeaking of ſome who 


had made defection, it is ordained, * that thoſe not- 


withſtanding their profeſſion of repentance, be not 
ſuddenly received, but a competent time, according 


to the diſcretion of the Judicatory, be aſſigned to 
them for the trial of the evidence of their repentance.“ 


Inſtead of violently obtruding the covenant upon all, 
what greater caution could have been uſed to prevent 
the admiſſion of the unworthy ? Theſe things are on- 
ly offered to wipe off the aſperſions caſt upon our Re- 
Former. For e 


After all, the Szeeders can ſee no neceſſary connexion 
between approving of the Slemn League, and acknow- 


ledging its obligation in things undeniably binding 
from the moral lau of God, and approving of the ac 


_ of the Commiſſioners, enjoining it by ſevere penalties. 


They confider theſe things as widely different; and 


are of opinion, that their approbation of the one no 


more infers their approbation of the other, than their 


receiving the Chriſtian religion, ase delineated in the 


ſcriptures, implies, directly or indirectly, their fatis- 


faction with all the meaſures, which have been taken 


in many kingdoms to &/abliſh and propagate it. And 


Had the penalties in this act been intended for puni- 


ſhing, and actually inflicted upon thoſe who ſcrupled 

the covenant, ſimply on the ſcore of the religious prin · 

ciples engaged to in it; whatever veneration they have 

for the memory of their worthy anceſtors, the Seceders 

would with all their heart, reprobate GIS 
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of advancing their cauſe, as cruel and truly antichrifti- 
an. | They Wiſh to. ſee their creed crammed down no 


man's throat ; nor would any thing ever extort from 


them an approbation of ſuch methods of converſions | 
by whatever names they have been ſanctified. Nay, 


leſt their Amen to every thing, done by our fathers in 


that memorable period, ſhould be taken for granted; 
they expreſly declare, „that fince the church militant 


is in an imperfe& ſtate, it is, not intended to aſſirm, 
that under the above-mentioned period, (between 


1638 ond 1650) there was nothing defective or want- 
ing, as to the beauty and order of the houſe of God 
or that there was nothing culpable in the adminiftrati 
en. Act and Teſtimony, P. 62. So that tho' it could 


be ſhe wn, the reformation intereſts were carried for- 
ward and ſupported with all the iniquitous proceed- 


ings of a Spaniſb inquiſition, it would not in the leaſt 
affect them, or the cauſe in which they are engaged. 


They would take no farther intereſt in theſe things, 


than to bewail, and teſtißſy, as they have opportunity, 


_ againſt them. When all this is conſidered, I hope the 
world will treat fo bold and groundleſt a calumny, as 


this writer attempts to fix on Seceders, with all the 


| contempt and indignation it deſerves. 


The $EcoND thing our author thinks fit to deſcant 


| upon, is, what he calls occa/ional hearing. He tells 
us, © Seceders maintain it to be unlawful for thofe 

ol their way to hear any miniſter whatever, upon any . 

| occaſion whatever, but thoſe of their own party; e- 


ſpecially they hold it unlawful to hear the miniſters of 


Relief.“ P. 23. He affirms © the Antiburghers rebuke 
their hearers who offend in this article,” -tho' he al- 
lows them the merit of being conſiſtent in this; P. 21. 
and is pleaſed to aſcribe the averſion, which. S-c-u2rs 
ia general have to this practice, to a“ feartul appre- 
henſion that ſome of the Seceſſion ſheep, by wander- 
ing into, Relief paſtures, may find the food fo ue 
and nouriſhing, as to endanger their returning to the 


fold and paſture of the 4fciation ;” in ali which © he 
perceives a conſiderable degree of the ſerpent's cun- 


ning; P 23: and chen rails a wonderful Pug and 
fy vpon them. — 
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There is one circumſtance, which gives my good 
friend moch the advantage on this* head, that as he 
appeais to the paſſions and, prejudices of the multitude, 
ſo theſe are ſtrongly engaged on his fide. With ma- 


ny, thefe need. only to be rouſed ſofficiently, and his 
point is gainedz whereas he that would agent the 


cauſe of the Seceſion, puſhing againſt wind and tide, 


can fcarce hope tor an attentive, diſpaſſionate Hear 


ing · However, ſince a call is given me in providence, 
this ſhall not hinder. from Jaying before the candid my 
ſentiments on the ſubject. 

Oaly it may be proper at the entry to obſerve, that 
the Seced-rs are far from thinking, as their enemies 
are wont to traduce them, that there are no worthy 
minifters or chriſtians in the eſtabliſted church. They 
are convinced of the contrary, and take all proper oc - 


Caſions of declaring their ſentiments both in public 


and private. They rejoice in it, and love ſuch with a 
pure heart, ferrently. As to the Relief. ; they doubt 
not there may be /ome in that connexion, who undet- 


tand, are hearty friends to, and count it their honour 


to preach many of the peculiar doQ&rines of the glo- 


rious goſpel; nor did they ever queltion, whether 


many ferious well diſpoſed people in private character 


Have been gathered into that communion. 


_ Notwithſtanding, that they diſapprove of promiſeu- 
ous hearing, particularly in thoie ſocieties, is true; 
though what our author aſſerts about the Antiburghs 


er. rebuking all who offend in this article, fo far as [ 
| Know, is a miſtake. I never knew any brought un- 


der copniſance, who did not repeat the offence, and 


appeared to allow themſelves in a practice of this kind; 
except there were fome extraordinary circumſtances 


attending it. Nor when ſuch were called to account, 
was cenſure carried ſo far as he repreſents. However, 
that our diſapprobation bas often been expreſſed by a 
feffional admonition, is fact; not from the fearful appre- 


ber feon-he ſpeaks of, in inſtances of hearing in tbe Re- 


lief. He muſt excuſe the Seceders, if they have nei. 
ther ſuch an. opinion of the Relief ſbepherds, nor of 
their paſtures, as he infiouates; aud charity might 
have directed him to many things rather than the craft 


of SATAN for their principal motive. Their reaſons 
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for this conduRt are extenſive, and we re hope important 
and praiſe worthy. 


The miniſters of the Seceſſion are not ſatisfied with 
the reigning principle of this promiſcucts hearing. 


When we attend divine ordinances at any time; in a- 
ny place, or with any denomination of our fellow- 
_ Ehriftians, it certainly ought to be from conſtraiving 


Foe to Chriſt, and the inſtitutions of his grace, unh 


a ſingle eye tohis glory in the edification of our ſovis 
for eternity.; ſubjectigg ourlelves to his authority diſ- 
played in and by ordinances. We are to receive the 
word, not as the word of man, but as the word of the 
ing Gon, in readineſs to an{wer ſuch a queſtion 28 

khat to the prophet, ** what doſt thou here Elijab?“ 
But when Seceders take their place in a worſhipping 
aſſembly belonging to the efabli/hment or the Relief, for 
inſtance, and are queſtioned about it, the/e things ap- 
| pear wholly out of view. Not one in twenty fo touch 
as pretends any thing more than mere curigſity. 


T hey are curious to hear, whether miniſters of theſe 


ways do indeed preach the goſpel; whether all the 


foppery and eclat ian, in ſtile, in manner and action, 
prevail among them, which has been repreſented ; 


whether this and the other popular gentleman acquits 


himſelf ſo agreeably as they have heard; perhaps ad- 


ding, that the impartunity of a friend carried them off, 
when they had no intention of it, Now, the Seceding 


miniſters think themſelves bound to check ſuch a pria- 


| eiple of vain curicfity, whether among themſelves, or 


in reſpect of other denominations, as finful in itſelf, 


eſpecially 3 in'the things of God and eternity; tending 


to make their people airy and ſpeculative, {0 as to pre- 


| fer the feeding ot their fancy to the nouriſhment of 
their faith; and in a word, laying them under the 
guilt, and expoſing them to the: danger of thoſe per- 


ſons, who © after their own tajts, heap o themſelves 


« teachers, having itching ears},” 


* Beſides, ſuch a praétice mars ſpiritual improves» 


ment, and is contrary. to all good order in the church. 


It is a common proverb, tbat a * rolling flone gathers 
LL fog. 1 holds i in religious as in civil concerns. . 


T 2 Tim. i IV. 34 
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perſon continually gadding about from one aback 
aud miniſter to another, is not like to be much wiſer 
or better by his reſtleſs aſſiduity. There is much jn 
the manner of a public ſpeaker being familiar to us; 
and in ſuch a courſe this cannot be expected. In all 
ſubjects treated in public too, the connexion of pur- 
oſe is loſt; and every intelligent hearer muſt be con- 
vinced how. this injures edification. In ſhort, the per- 
ſon is like a wave of the ſea, driven of the wind and 5 
40 toſſed. Experience aſſures us, that when people 
Indulge this humour, they fall under a viſible decline, 
Ik their heads be filled with notions and their tongues 
unceaſingly employed about religion, their hearts are 
manifeſtly cold and dead. No wonder; for it is not 
the Lord's way; and he will not give us countenance | 
in our own ways, He is the God of order in all the 
churches: and this practice is inconfiſtent with all 
erder ; which requires, that, as Chriſt. has appointed 
ordinances to be ſtatedly and regularly diſpenſed in 
all the congregations of his people, theſe be punctu- 
ally attended by us, in the ſeveral churches with which 
we ſtand connected, when | opportunity is granted in 
_ providence. How is this neceffary regulation, a dictate 
of reaſon, and expreſly enjoined in ſcripture, obſerv - 
ed, when perſons to gratify their humour, for exerciſe 
or amuſement, to ſatisfy their curioſity, or even un- 
der a pretence of conſulting their greater edification, 
unneceflarily abſent from their own place of worſhip, 
and make the four perhaps of all the churches within 
their reach ? Is it not calculated at once to ſhake them 
looſe, by imperceptible degrees, from any ſtated and 
uniform profeſſion of the truth, and hinder the re- 
gular practice of the duties of church- fellowſhip ? ie * 
ene may take this liberty at pleaſure, who ſhall deny a 1. 
hundred, or even five hundred the ſame privilege, w. a ti 
the notion ſtrikes them? And thus particular church 
es are occaſionally laid deſolate, and the diſpenſation. bh 
_ of ordinances ſuſpended ; anarchy reigns, and the ſer- |. a 
vants of Chriſt have only to enquire, * For what in- A 
tent have ye ſent for me?“ t! 
But tho' there were much leſs in all this, than any en 
judicious perſon can allow; we are extremely ſorry is 
to have ſo frequent aud convincing proofs, that "bo Qt 
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who are eſteemed the moſt orthodss teachers in our 
gay, neither do, nor upon their principles can, preach 
the uncerrupted doctrine of the croſs. Some boaſt 


they can be Calvini/ts in oge place, and Arminians in 


another; and it has been found ſo. Others are a ſort 


of trimmers, who, if they don't teach error, to accom- 


modate themſelves to the taſte of the maſt reſpeQable 


in the audience, approach as near the confines of it as 


poffible, and think they come clear off by hint and 


>| 


* 


equivocal expreſſions. A third order avow themſelves 


Baxterians, and tench, that faith and repentance are 
the conditions of pardon according to the conſtitution 
of a new lau of grace that divine power will co-ope- 
rate with our endeavours, if we are but „incere and 
ſerious; that the call of the goſpel does not extend to 
all, but is directed only to ſenſible ſinnets, and perſons 
who are poſſeſſed of this and the other good qualifica- 
tion, &c. They corrupt or miſrepreſent, in a word, 


ſome of the moſt material articles of goſpel truth, 
which naturally leads to a perverſion of others. And 


the Seceding miniſters wiſh to be“ jealous over their 


people with a godly jealouly, leſt by any means their 


minds ſhould be corrupted from the. fmplicity that is 
in CyurisT,” and their eternal intereſts endangered, 


or their {piritual progreſs marred. They know many 
of their people to be in leſs danger, becauſe eſtabliſh- 
ed io the faich, and able to diſcover the ſnare; though 
error has ſuch advantage from the blindneſs of mind, 


and depravity of heart Which remain with the beſt, 


that they dare not put confidence in the moſt en- 


lightened ; but they are allo copvinced, that others 
are only habesand ** unſkilful in the word of righte- 
ouſneſs, whom cunning craftineſs would more eaſi- 


ly deceive; and therefore cannot without ſome emo- 
tion ſee them in the way of harm. | 


* e — 


” — - ” 


Ivis rue, our author “ ingenyouſly declares, that 


be does not think the goſpel, both in its doctrinal. 
. and practical part, is preached with greater clearneſs 
and ſimplicity in any denomination of Chriſtians in 
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the kingdom, chan in the Relig ſociety.” P. 24 Whar- 
ever be bis thoughts, ſome people diſpute the fact. It 


is preity openly ralked by the Nelief people themſelves, 
that ſome ot their miniſters are dowaright Arminians. 


D & con- 


©. 40:3 
A congregation could be mentioned that declares, 
they would have been ſhattered to pieces by the con- 
tinued miniſtrations of a gentleman in that communi- 
on. Be that as it may; we will certainly be allowed 
to judge of the Relief doctrine by the publications, which 
miniſters of that way ſee meet to oblige the world 
with. Theſe are ſuch ſpecimens of the purity and ſim . 
pflicity, with which the goſpel is preached in this ſociety, 


to ſecure our people againſt the contagion“. 


that we think ourſelves under increaſing obligations 


There 


* 


* As to the ſmplicity, which adorns the goſpel in the Re- 


lief, I ſhall only beg leave to refer the reader to Mr Boſton's 
ſynod fermon,, May, 1776. Upon corſuliing this curious 
piece with attention, I doubt not he will agree, that ſeldom 


Has a more empty and bombaſft, a more pedantic and unediſj- 


ing diſcourſe been preſſed into the 'hands of the public in 
this kingdom. It is impoſſible to do juſtice to the diſcourfe 
without reading the whole; only, to excite the reader to en- 
guire after it, he will find the ſubject divided into ſo many 
departments,“ one of which departments is to ſnew, what 
MAY BE SUPPOSED: a violation of our chriftian liberty.“ 
The whole is undertaken and managed © under the ausyi- 
CES of heaven,” P. 5; as if the preacher had received his 
education in the pur/icus of FurrrEx CaprToLiNUs, and 
were juſt come from conſulting a Roman Augur. I ſay no- 
thing of his pretty couplers for characteriſing our Britiſh ſo- 
vereigns, -- ſuch as Pope Henry VIII of queen-killing memory, 
Mary of Blood. thirhy memory, Elizabeth of maiden-memo- 
15, her ſueceſſor, james VI, of witch - Killing memory, Charles 
I. of prieſt-ridden momory, Charles II, of covenant keeping 
9:emory ;--becauſe this is only in a note, intended“ to * 
an inquiſitive and philoſophic mind.” P. zo 1 


As to purity; it is a pity the ſame ſermon is ſo poor a ſpe - 


eimen of it; for we are there taught, that the laws of 
Chriſt are a tranſeript of his all · perfect nature, binding as wel! 
on account of their own intrinſic excellency, as of the ſove- 
reign authority of their Author.“ P. 6. Has Chriſt then but 
ONE nat ure, or is he Gop- mA in one mediatory perſon ? It 
he has #wo natures, are both theſe all. perfect? Is his human 
nature independent and infinite? Is there any law about bap- 
_ tiſm and the Lord's ſupper, and is this Chr iſt': law ? Is this 
morally good from its own intrinſic excellency, and a tran- 
ſcript of Chriſt's all perfe@ nature? Or is the celebration of 
theſe ordinances to be reſolyed into his ſovereign authority 
ALONE: CI; | PP er 23 


We are further inſtructed, that it was the“ province ofthe 
_ diſciples of Chriſt to pvbliſh to mankind the truth as it was 
revealed to them; and by argument aud perſuaſion to open 


* . * 


. 


There is ſtill more in this matter. For if we cons 
ider the eſtabliſbed Church; —ſome of thoſe, who are 
now eſteemed the moſt ſound and pious, were violent- 
1y intruded into their ſeveral pariſhes, The election 
be Cod a at . . 
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their underſtanding for the reception of it.“ P. 8. An ar- 


duous, an inpelſible taſk indeed! What man or angel was e- 


ver appointed to open the underſtanding by argument and 
Perſuaſion, or otherwiſe ? What finite power and wiſdom can 
ſucceed in ſuch an undertaking ? How conſiſtent is this with 
the plain declarations of ſcripture'acd the experience of the 


ſaints, Eph. i. 17, 18. 1 Pet. ii. 9. x John v. 20. | 
We are alſo informed with much pathos, that © true chriſ- 

tian liberty conſiſts in that right, which every man has to judge 

for himſelf in matters of religion.“ P. 7. No man is to judge 


fer another in matters of religion, and impoſe his ſentiments 


upon him; but no man living has, or can have, ſuch liberty 
as is here pretended ; for Gop has judged for him, and laid 


his judgment before us in the word; and all matters of reli- 


gion preſented to us in this word, whether reſpecting faith or 
practice, we are indiſpenſibly bound to accept and practiſe, 
The man who refuſes 
this implicit ſubject ion of faith and conſcience, muſt bear 
his own burden, whatever apology he offer for his conduct. 
Alf it be ſaid, that when any religious ſyſtem is propoſed to a 
man, he has a right to judge about the truth or error of it; — 
we would rather ſay, he is to make the Scripture JUDGE, or 


without gainſaying, delay or murmur, 


the DIVINE SP1R1T ſpeaking in the ſcripture, and ſubmiſſive - 


ly receive all his deciſions, however contrary: to his own hu- 


mours, fancies, or prejudicate opinions. But were we to ad- 


mit the truth of the aſſertion, it is ſtil] plain, that true Chriſ- 


excepted, 


To this moſt excellent diſcourſe we may join Mr. Neil's 


ſermons, lately publiſhed. Our author tells us this gentle- 
man's character was well eftabliſhed for piety, learning and 
other miniſterial endowments; his tation in the church of God 


he not only filled but adorned.” Ap. P. 3. Far be it from me 


to detract from Mr. Neil's charafer ; but from the account: 
now given of him; and from his ſermons. being publiſhed un- 


der Mr, Stuart's inſpection, it ſeems his doctrine was eſteem- 
ed ſound in the Relieffo 


ſociety; and this gives me occaſion to 


offer a few remarks upon his diſcourſes; ſtill admitting that he 
might hint much better than he ſometimes ſpoke and wrote. 


tian liberty is fo far from con ſiſting in this, that it is no branch 
ol Chriſtian liberty at all. A Heathen or a Mahometan, a 
Hotlentot or a Tartar, has as much hherty of this kind as 
any Chriſtian on earth, the Revd. Mr. Bofton of Falkirk not; 


. He-teaches, that Baptiſm conflitufes a child a member of 


the viſible church. They (the parents) dehgn to devote the 
child to God in baptiſm, and thereby conſtitute it a er 


— 
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of others is not res. True, # moderation is ippothied | 


by the Preſbytery, but the people are ſtaked down in 
their ſuffrage. They have but one object to vote u- 
pon; and one. tov, whom perhaps not foe in ua 


| thouſand 
© of bis viſible epurch. P, 23. Now, #4/oriy:ll divinks be 


tenaciouſly held, that the children of proteſſing parents are 


zorn members of the vilible church; and of conſequence, that 


_ bapliſm is no more, in reſpe& ofthe church, than a public ace 
tnoauledg ment or declaration of their memberſhip. It muſt 


be ſo, if we grant; that they are federally holy, or exterbal- 


ly related td God's covenant from their earlieft infancy, and 
derive their memberſhip thro? the projieffion and memberſhip 
of their parents, Upon which principle 4/022 it is, that they 
can have a right to bapriſim at all. It is plainly taught in ſcrip- 


ture, Rom. xi. 16. Cor. vii. 14. It has ever been thought 
of the laſt importance apainſt the. Anabaptiſtis; and to deny 


it muſt be exceedingly dangerous 


He aſſures us, that the ** goſpel carries in it, not only the 


promiſes of pardon and regeneration, but theſe duties Which 
God requires of us, and which we owe to him as our creator 
and preierver; nay, that it means the divine threatnings:“ 
and he pronounces it a vain and impious tenet of the An- 
tinomiani to aſſert, that the goſpel is all promiſes, but requires 
no duties.“ P. 85. This I take to be grofly unſcriptural, and 


dreadfully pernicious. Between the Law and Goſpel there | 


is a vaſt and eternal difference: and to preſerve the diſtincti- 
on in the pulpit, and in our exerciſe is of the greateſt impor- 
tance. Where is the auty which the /aw does nor require ? 
Where is the threatning which the /aw does not denounce, 
that the goſpel; to the abſciute deſtruction of its nature, muſt 


come in to its aid? If the /aw be perfect, as undoubtedly it 


is, it muſt reach every duty. Nothing elſe can fix duty, No- 


thing elſe can denounce wrath. To aſſert the geſbel carries | 
in it boch duties and threatenings, is to annihilate the fin- 


guiſhing peculiarity of both /aw, and geſpel, It is to turn 


the lau into the geſfel, and the xo/pelinto the aw, and there: 


by deftroy both ; ---that goſpel, which is juſt the & EORT oF 
SALVATION TO MANKIND SINNERS THRO' CHRIST, and 
knows as little of duties and threainings, as the law does of 
_ Chriſt and ſalvation. What is the tenor of it, let prophets 
anſwer,-I{a. li. 7. 18. 1; let apg/iles anſwer, 2 Cor. v. 19 
John v. 10, 11. let angel, anſwer, Luke ii. 11, 14. 


He thinks, that God is merciful; is an aimiable truth, pro- 


claimed buth by the light of nature, as well as divine revela- 
tion. P. 135. This cannot be called à mew diſcovery, be- 
cauſe faſbianable divines have been talking of it for many 
years, the famous Profeſſor Simpſon among others; tho“ in- 
deed he rakes in tradition to make up the defects of the light 
ot nature, and therefore went not ſo far as this preacher, But 

: e . we 


* * 


_ where is that light of nature? What is that 


in ſenſe, as well as in expreſs terms, that our offend 


indeed neceſlary to an intereſt in the fruits of ſoverciga mer- 
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ever heard, and therefore, cannot chule with judg- 
ment. If they will not have him, at leaſt they cannot 


have another, till the Patron has once more reſolved. 


Thus it is the preſentation, and not the election of 


; "> ou 
we may be permitted to call it an imaginary diſcovery : For 
| ork of Godin 
creation or providence, that gives us the leaft hint of diving 
mercy in the pardon of ſin and the ſalvation of the {inner ? 


They proclaim many of his adorable perfections; but whe- 


ther par doning mercy -be in God at all, they leave under an 


impenetrable vail. It is to the lively orarles of God, which 


he hath magniſied above all other manifeſtations of his name, 
that we are wholly indebted for this admirable and moſt com- 
fortable diſcovery. Paul could obſ:rve nothing of it in ihie 
iight ot nature, Rom. i. 19, 20; and their claims are too high 
who pretend to greater penetration. 3 11 


He tells us, * it is declared every where in the goſpel, boi 


- — 


ed ſove - 
reign is ready to be reccnciled to all upon their exereiſiog re- 
pentance toward God, and faith in our Lord Jeſus Chrilt ;” 
And talks of“ free pardon by an offended, but reconcileabie 
God.” P. 226, 261. Ah! is our offended ſovereign no more 


than reconcileable, ready to be reconciled ? Then are the hu- 
man race undone for ever; for what ſhall cariy this placable 


diſpoſition into actual reconciliation ? Not “ thouſa 5 of 
rams,“ Oc. The whole creation could not A580 pfl Wit 
But to our unſpeakable conſolation the icripture teaches other 

doctrige. It proclaims act, full, perfſed reconcilation 
ſin, put it away, made an end of it, and finiſhed trangre 

| Thence it exhibits almipnty God “ in Chriſt reconciling the | 
world to himfelt ; well pleaſed for his righteouſneſs ſake; 


 thro'that great atonement, which purzed, perfectly, purged 
1931. 


the God of peace,” who not only loves, but © is Love ;” 


ready on a throne of grace, ready, pre/ently, perfeciij rea- 
y. not to be reconciled, but actually and treely to beſto 
. ⅛ òͤœ⸗c.!ñn!˙7 : 
He often talks of the terms of mercy and of theſe terms as 
very various. Some of the terms of mercy are above the 
power of human nature to perform, ſuch as repentance and 


* faith ; others are too hard and difficult; ſuch as to be employ- 


ed in the exercife of mortification and a cloſe application ts 


the various duties of the chriſtian life.” P. 235. It is true, 


he puts this into the mouth of an objector; but then he al- 
lous the truth of all. Where does the golpel ſpeak of the 
terms of mercy ? It preſents mercy to us, as ſovereignty, ab- 
ſalutely free mercy, for the enjoyment of which in its richeſt 
truits, no money or price of any kind is required. Faith is 


CY 
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the people, which brings any man into office on the e- 
Habliſbment. The former is all in all; the latter is on- 
ly a ridiculous farce. And Seceders cannot think / 
thoſe regularly called, who come into office under the 


wing 


* 


cy: but while that faith iiſelf is 2 gift of pure mercy, it is 


not neceſſary as a ferm or condition; but as the hand of the 
foul, which applies, or takes home the perſon of Chriſt and 


all mercies in IM, upon the footing of the record about 
him, - the unlimited er and grant made of him in the goſ- 
pel. Were it otherwiſe, repentance has no ſuch place in the 
new covenant, no ſuch buſineſs in ſalvation as faith, though 


pringing from and accompanying it; much leſs (may we 


ſpeak of degrees in a caſe, which cannot admit any) mortifi - 


cation, c. Why, muſt we not only believe and repent, but 
fpend a life, or part of a life, in mortifcation, and cloſe ap- 


plication to Chriſtian duties, before we preſume to put in for 


mercy? Heartleſs faith! Heartleſs repentance ! Heartleſ5 
mortification ! It is time enough to look for merey, when we 
come to die, and have employed all our days in the perfor- 


mance of theſe term of mercy, To this we add, it is a very 
ſtrange diſtinction, that ſome of theſe ferm are above the pow- 
er of nature, others only hard and difficult. Is -zortificaticn 
then, and a cleſe application to the duties of the Chriſtian life, 


more within the reach of our natural ability, than faith and 
repentance? It fo, our Lord and his fervant Paul, muſt 
be miſtaken ; for the former declares, ** without me ye can 
4% do nothing.” The latter, that “we are not ſufficient fo 


© much as to think any thing as of ourſelves.” 
Other parts of the ſyſtem are quite agreeable to theſe things, 
He ſeems to ſuppoſe, thro' his whole ſermons, that mvral 


ſeriouſneſs and ſaving grace are infallibly connected. God 
has promiſed he will enable us to co theſe things he requires 
of us, if we pray or aſk grace from him.” P. 236. Again, 
ſpeaking of heathens, we may be ſure he will much more 
hear the cries of finners under the goſpel, who endeavour to 
repent and apply to him for mercy for the ſake of his own dear 


Son.” P. 240, But where is ſuch a connexion ſtated between 


the uſe of means and the ſpecial grace of the new covenant ? 


In the neglect of the means, which a gracious God hath ap- 


primes, we can expect nothing from him. Theſe: he will 
ave honoured; yet we are taught, the prayer of the 


« wicked,” tho' prayer be his duty, is ſin, and an abo- 
c mination to the Lord,” as performed by him. No cries for 
grace are acceptable, nor can be regarded, where there is not 
previouſly grace iu the heart, in ſuch exerciſe-as to denomi- 


nate them gracious In fact, how many have prayed, or aſk- 
ed grace, not only with much eriouſneſt, but with the moſt. 
paſſionate 527, of tears, under apprehenfions of impending. 
ruin, thro' the charges of an alarmed conſcience» who never 


obtains 
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are theſe good men leavened ? They accept ordinati- 
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' wing of an antichriſtian uſurpation, and make facti= 
- fice of a divine ordinance. Beſides, were their en- 


trance into the miniſtry quite unexceptionable, how 


on 


obtained it? How many have endeavoured to repent and ap- 


ply for mercy, in their own wav, who were never favoured with 
29/pel repentance, or had any ſhare in ſaving mercy ?: To how 
many convinced ſinners has God ſaid in effect, as well as in the 
words of inſpiration, When you ſpread forth your hands, 


vill hide mine eyes from you; yea, when you make many 


prayers, I will not hear. 74% el ee e 
He reprefents the © obedience of the divine Surety as capa» 
ble to recommend our ſincere tho' imperfect: ſervices to the d- 


vine acceptance and reward, P. 261. The very ſtile of mo- 
derate Arminians, all the Neonomians, and the molt learned 
and humble of the Papifs, It ©f recommends” our fincere 
tho' imperfect ſervices to the divine acceptance. No; done 
in faith, it makes them acZually accepted. Preſented on the 
_ footing of his great atonement, and with an eye to his glori- 
ous interceſh on, they are not recommended to the divine atten- 
tion, as if there were ſome intrinfic worth in them; but they 
are in iu, only in and thro' uin, an odour of a [weet 


* ſmell,” They come from us weak; very weak and imperfect 


indeed, under the molt ſenſible aids of divine grace; but they 
are preſented by him to the Father perfect, all their defects 


being covered by the incenſe. of his glorious mediation — 
*© They are recommended to the divine reward,“ No; there 


is nothing in them deſerving reward, not even thro? the obedi- 


ence of Chriſt. No proper reward is aſſigned to them, All 


that the ſaints receive, when enabled to N . the higheſt 


ſervice. is of grace; not partly from their ſervices, partly 


thro' Chriſt recommending them; but abſolutely of grace, 


reigning and triumphant GRACE, and wholly thro' CHRIST. 


It is a reward, which u merited, not they ; a reward not on 


the footing of the work performed by them, one way or other, 
in any degree or in any thing; but ſtill greater previ/edge be- 


ſtowed in the way of duty, or in conſequence of the courſe of 


duty being finiſhed, | | | 
He teaches, that“ our Creator has ſent us into this world 
as into a ſtate of trial, and has ſet before us an endleſs happi - 


neſs or miſery ; and has aſſured us, that either the one or the 
other mult be vur final portion, when this world is over, accore 
ding as we have behaved ourſelves in it. To which the fore- 

going ſentiment perfectly agrees, that death puts an end to 


that ſeaſon which God hath aſſigned us to prepare: and werk 


for a future world.:” P. 425. What deten of free will, So- 
0 


cinian or Arminian, could talk io a more looſe and unſcrip- 


tural manner? We appeal to every intelligent reader, whether 
this repreſentation is not ſtrictly applicable to Adam in 8 
MY | cenca 
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en by the bands of the moſt erroncous, and of the 
moſt deſpicable {nfruders ; they aſſiſt at their ſacra- 
menta / ſalemnities, and invite their aſſiſtance in return: 
ar if ſame never went fo far, don't they culiivate all 


the 


. 
* 1 


cente ? Tobis fallen race it can have po relation. It would 
take much dime to illuſlrate all the {pirit of error collected in 
theſe words We ſhall only therefore obſerve, that oot a ſon 
of Ada is in à ſtate of trial. Ne is either in a ſtate of in 


and condemnation, or in a ſtate of acceptance thro' Chrilt and 


an heir of the eternal inheritavee. From the latter no belie- 


ver can fall, tho' our preacher ſhonld call him a ** candidate 


Ofeternal life.“ P. 270. lato this bleſſed ſta te, a herſon may 
be $ranſlated from the /ber, ca ſtate of lin and condemnation; 


Vet neyher is hat a probationary ſtate. However a man be- 


Have, he cannot work himſelf out cf it. To change his con- 
dition is the work of God alone. And whoeßer continues id 


it, the wrath'ot God abigeth on him. It is not uncertain uhe- 


ther all the fury of Jet ovah's power will be diſcharged upon 

him,. This is infellibly ſure ; and for the preſent, in the moſt 

proſperous outward condition, tie form is already broke. | 
He ivfiſls, that © the knowledge and love of God, faith in 


Chriſt and holineſs, are by the conſtitution of heaven made 
the great and neceſſary qualiications to eternal tie,” F. 487 ;. 


Again, that faith in the Lord jeſus by the conſtitution of 


heaven is mace the qualifying ccnd: ton or glory and immor- 


2aluy,” P. 443 V hat is mcaat by theſe modes of expreſſion, 
I will not pretend io determine; they are ſomewhat uncom- 
mon: but guyalifications and conditions are fo unhke the ipirit 


of the goſpel, and appear ſo natively to imply fome merit at 


Jealt of congruity, that I heartily with them gaſbiered. We 


admit, that the ſanctiſicatien ot the Spirit is a believer's n 


for the:enjoyment of the heavenly Rate; hut then we conſider 
it, in all its branches, not as a nece//ary qualifying condition, 


but an efertial part ot eternal life ; as much lo as the imme - 


date viſion and eojayment of God in glory. © He that bath 


"the Son hath” already, in the ear neſt and pledge, ever- 
& laſting lite. It is liſe eternal 10 K the Father, and je · 


* ſus Chriſt whom he hath ſent.” And what way a part of 


any thing, an efential part, thould be a necellary qualifica- 


. e or a qualifying condition of that thing, is .ar from being 
- GOVIOUS, EIS ent 7 | | 5 

A great many other paſſages of theſe fermor* might be pro · 
duced equally exceptionable ; but thoſe quoted may ſuſſice for 


a, lample. 4/1 o them are manifelily unſcriptural, and /ome 


of them ſubverſive of the e goſpel. If ſuch doctrine be 
common in the Relie/, as there 1s every reaſon to fear it is, 
their writers would do well to baaſt leſs of their orthodoxy. ; 
-and mult excuſe Seceders, tho they = their people from 

Which they hape recei- 


h | 5 Mr. 
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the intimacies. of piini/terial and Chriſtian communion. 

with many of this character, when invited by others? 
A Catviniſt makes no ſcruple to give place to an Ar- 


minian or Socinian, or to take the pulpit after him; | 


and to ſeal their friendſhip, they fit down at the ſame 
ſacramental table. We nged not remark their ſtated 
and neceſſary connexion, in all preſbyterial or ſynodi- 
cal acts of government and diſcipline ; that is palpable 
and common. Is the apoſtle's maxim true, “ that a 
little leaven leaveneth the whole lump ?” Surely then 
theſe miniſters, however reſpectable in their perſons 
or adminiſtrations, are /eavened in the corrupt com- 


Mr. Bain's ſermons have certainly much merit. The ex- 
preſſion, for the moſt part, is neat and pretty, the ſtile ſim- 
ple and eaſy. But ] am ſorry to find ſo mauy things ſavour- 
ing of the ſame ſpirit of legality and error, as in Mr. Neil's; © 
and on the ſame ſubjects too The public have a right, af- 
ter this obſeryation, to know particulars. Like his brother, 
he thinks, “in baptiſm we are brought into God's hovſe;”? 
not that receiving the ſeal of God's covenant ſuppoſes we have 


place there already. P. 200. He conſiders church members 


as candidates for heaven by 3 and obſerves that 
« it is a reproach for a candidate for heaven, to be ſlothful 
or ignorant about his real character. P. 143, 310. Speaking 
of the go/pel, he finds it“ true, that the religion of nature, 
and the whole obligations to prety and virtue, which reaſon 
can approve, are adopted into this plan, and an eſſential branch 


of it.” P. 314. He informs us, that it belongs to Chriſt's 


royal power, to preſcribe the terms of ſalvation” —P. 38 ;--- 
That“ his death renders the deity placable.“ P. 267 ; that 


if we conſider them, (the ele) as deſcribed in the goſpel 


revelation, and qualified for the bleſſings promiſed there, they 
are believers in Chriſt, his willing and holy people.” P. 280 
and, th at in the New Teſtament there is © mercy to give re- 
entance, and to pardon us when penitent. P. 287. To ſuch 
doctrine the above ſtrictures on Hr. Nie/”'s ſermons will ap- 
ply. There are other things in theſe diſcourſes which I can- 
not pretend to underſtand, and therefore ſhall ſay nothing a- 
bout them, but muſt leave them to greater divines : ſuch as, 
« that grace” by which he tells us he uuderſtands the free 
and moſt excellent favour of God, with all the precious fruits 
of it, to the unworthy and miſerable, reigns thro' a righte- 
euſneſr implanted in us. P. 28, 35; that believers have, 
as a diſtinguiſhing privilege of ſonſhip, ** a title to incorporation 
and immortality ; or,” which it ſeems is the ſame, © a bleſ- 
fed reſurrection.“ P. 203; and © that the teſtament of Jeſus 
the Mediator, receives great force and validity from his re» 
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munion of this national church. Made partakers of 0. 
ther mens fins, we ſpeak it with the deepeſt regret, 
they themſelves cannot be pure. And when we go to 
hear ſuch a miniſter, we cannot view him merely in 


his amiable perſonal character and in the purity of his 
adminiſtrations; but as a member and miniſter of an 


incorrigibiy corrupt church, and Ineaded in the ſame 


impure-ecclefiaſtical maſs. Men may talk of ſeparat- 
ing theſe things, but it is impoſſible. While Seceder: 
think it fo, they muſt be pardoned for judging, that 


to hear the moſt valuable miniſter that ever filled 4 


pulpit, in theſe” circumſtances, 15, not quite ſo inn 


Cent as ſome would have them believe. 1 
It is true, our author aſſerts that the Relief miniſters | 
enter upon the miniſterial office by the free election of 
the people, and have regular Preſbyterial ordination. 
P. 23, 24. However, Seceders queſtion both, They 
queſtion the firſt ;—becauſe the general rule, from 
which there muſt be very few exceptions, if any in the 


choice of the „rſt miniſter in a Relizf. congregation, is, 
as before obſerved}, that noe be allowed to vote, but 
thoſe who have property in the place of worſhip, or 


contributed to build it. Wapt.of money will exclude 


the moſt holy. chriſtian 3+ a device unknown in ſerip- 
ture, which ſo changes the nature of that election 
Chriſt hath appointed, that it is an iofult. on common 
Jenſe to call it free, and muſt preelude any man from 


a right to exerciſe a miniſtry upon the footing of it, 


They queſtion the e,. becauſe we cannot allow 


the Preſbyteries in this intereſt to be rightly conflituted 
courts of Chriſt; or ſuppoſing their conſtitution ferip- 
tural, that they are faithful in the truft committed to 
them, and the neceſſary duties, which the King of Zi- 
on expects from them. 

Me cannot admit, that they are rightly confituted 
Courts of Chriſt; becauſe, on the ground above men- 


tioned, it is manifeſt, that many of the miniſters came 
not in by the door, but climbed up /ome other way 


and all may know what name our Lord gives to ſuch, 
| Beſides ; ſiner they will plead; that they are not in a 


ſtate of ſeparation from the eftabliſbed church, out of 


which they came, how is it poſſible they can have a 
| right to the exerciſe of the E 


ys as a ſeparate inde- 
peadcnt 
— 2 * ſcheme, Kc. p. 10. — 
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yet ſuch exerciſe they have efuinelts, 


r body? 
Na; ay, and were they to conſider themſelves as a.diftin&, 
ſeparate ſociety, in which light all men muſt vie w them, 
their claim is not more valid; partly becauſe, as they 
never took the neceſſary Keps for the hopour of Chriſt, 
the recovery of the national church, or their own exo- 
neration, in order to ſeparation, ſo the grounds of their 


ſeparation are unuarrantrble. Our author 
only tws things the ſynod of Relief find faulty in the 


eſtabliſbed church, —the law of patronage and legal 


preaching by /2me of its miniſters. Now theſe things 


in themſelves, though diſagreeable enough and highly | 


pernicious, never can be a /uficien? reaſon for deſert: 


ing any church, as I am ready to demonſtrate upon 
à proper call, if any can think a matter ſo clear needs 
At preſent it may ſuffice to obſerve, that 
no divines ever thought ſo, No lauful ſeparation in the 
world was ever fo ſtated, —Partly becauſe, were their 


oſtenſible grounds of ſeparation more weighty and va- 
lid, there is not the leaſt credible evideace, chat it o- 


riginated from ſcriptural zeal for tbe truth of the 
goſpel, the rights of the church, and. in all for the 


glory of Chriſt, but from a ſpirit of factiqm, diſcontent 
and refileſneſs., Had it net been for the predominan- 
cy of this humour in ſome aſpiring minds, the foun- 
dation of the Relief church would not yet have been 
laid. It theſe things be fo, the Relief Preſby teries 
can have no authority from Jeſus Chriſt, to meet for 


the exerciſe of the keys; and thereferę no regular 


ordination can be received from them,” After thig, 
whether the miniſters in that way are indeedgbe called 
and ſene of Cod, my reader ſhall judge. 4 

Suppgſiog their courts right!y, conflituted 5. we can- 


ne 


not admit, that they are faithful i in the truſt 'commir* 


ted to them, and the duties which the king of Zion 
ex pecis from them. They decline any open and honeſt 


teſtimon for the truths and ordinances of the 3 0 
mer, hey will not 


ſo much as favqur the world, 


do jult ice to themſelves by a Peclaration of their = | 
ciples; even when it is importunately and inceſſantiy 


called for. So far from making a reſolute cripturul 
Land for the intereſts of Chriſt, and againſt a dread- 


£4! increaſing courle of defeCtion in this national : 
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church 


ſpeaks of 


FF 
_ ehurch, they approve of, and contend for ſome of theſe 
defections, and even give the moſt /olemn and un- 
doubted conſent to all, while they join in her ſacra= 
mental fellowſhip, and ſuffer their people to do fo at 
3 not to ſpeak of that extravagant and ruinous 
cheme of communion they have adopted; the unſcrip- 
tural nature and great iniquity of which, we have be- 
fore proved“. What then becomes of that fruſt Chriſt 
hath committed to his church, and the judicatories of 
it? Are theſe his profeſſed miniſters acting for or a- 
gainſt him? Are they © gathering with him,” or are 
they not rather “ ſcattering abroad?“ Whatever be 
the ſentiment of others, Seceders are at no loſs about 
theſe things; and mult be of opinion, that as their 
| ſubmiſſion occaſionally to the miniſtry of the b mi- 
niſters on the eſtabliſbment is giving them encourage- 
ment to continue in the communion of an impure a- 
poſtate church, ſo to hear members of the Relief ſynod 
js a tacit approbation, not only of their conſtitution, 
but of all they have done, and are doing againſt the 
glory and intereſts of Chriſt in our times. Ae 
Moreover, the Seceders are engaged in an open Tef- 
_ #:mony for the whole reformation cauſe, as that was e- 
| ſpouſed and maintained by the church of Scotland in 
her pureft times. This teſtimony is ſtated and manag- 
ed againſt the ſeveral ſocieties around them, wha in 
their view, at leaſt, do not endeavour to confeſs Chriſt 
to the world with uniformity, conſiſtence and fteadineſs. 
Much of it is turned againſt the eſtabliſhed and Relief 
churches. Reproach and ridicule, ſhame and ſuffer- 
ing in abundarice, they have met with on this ac- 
count, and perhaps harder things are before them: 

' But they dare not, upon any conſideration, play 
Faſt and locſe with the truſt which Chriſt has commit- 
ted to them, to be kept inviolate in their own day, and 
tranſmitted to poſterity. At the ſame time, they are 
Fatisfied, that to attend ordinances as diſpenſed in the 
eſtabliſbed and Relie churches, or the like, muſt fix 
the charge of wavering and irreſolution in holding their 
teſtimony. It weakens it, nay, is an interpretative fal- 
ting from it, in ſo far as pointed againſt theſe denomi- 
nations reſpectively ; juſt as for a Proteſtant to join in 
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me public worſhip of the Ramiſb church, or a Calvi. 
niſt to join with a Socinian R materially to 


drop his teſtimony againſt theſe pretended churches. 


Don't miſtake us, we are far from ſetting the effabli- 
bed church of Scotland, and the Relief church on the 
ſame foot with thoſe of Rome and Socinus, We readily 


acknowledge both the former to be frue churches, tho” 
very corrupt ones, which we cannot grant as to either 


of the latter; but every judicious perſon mult ſee the 
inconſiſtency to be the ſame in both caſes. The queſti- 


on is not, whether our Teftimony be a neceſſary, a juſt 


and ſcriptural one? It would be abſurd to ſuppoſe, 

the eſtabliſbed or Relief church think ſo; becauſe in 

this they would condemn themſelves : But the queſti- 

on is, whether we, who are fatisfied it has theſe cha- 

racters, can, in a conſiſtency with ourſelves, fit under 

_ ordinances as*diſpenſed in theſe chyrches ; and in 
this we are willing to abide by the verdi&t of common 


* 
i 


To this I ſhall only beg leave to add, that the of- 


Fence of chriſtian brethren deſerves great conſideration. 


Had I no ſcruple in my own mind to hear in the efta- 


bliſbod or Relief churches, &c. if ſome of my weaker 
| brethren hold my conduct in this matter to be inju- 


rious to Chriſt and his intereſts, ſlrengthening to the 


hands of an unfaithful miniſtry and luxe warm church- 
members, inconſiſtent with that ſolemn profeſſion, 
which I have made together with them, and conſe- 
quently are prieved and ſtumbled; I am certainly 
bound to abſtain from ſuch practices. Admit that no 
real offence is given; I ſee it is taken ; and does not 
the lau of ove oblige me to avoid every thing which 
may hinder the ediſication of the weake/t, while this 
indulgence is conſiſtent with the duty which I owe to 
_ Gop, and does not ſet their prejudices higher than his 


authority? Let the Apoſtle determine the point. — 
* But judge this rather, that no man put a flumblinge 


block, or an occaſion to fall in his brother's way.—lc - 
is good neither to eat fleſh nor drink wine, nor any 
hing whereby thy brother fumbleth, or is offended, or 
is made weak,” Rom. xiv. 13, 21. Again, When 
ve ſin againſt the brethren, and wound their weak con- 
 Icieace, ye fin againſt CHRIST.“ On this prineiple 
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he himſelf acted, 1 \S; viii. 12, 13. In both the 
paſſages he Pre of things ! in themſelves lawful ; 


when the ule of them is with Hence to the very eK 
elt brother, the apoſtle declares it to be ſinful. The 


hich tide of prejudice againſt Szceders on the article of 
promiſe ums bearing muſt be my excuſe for dwelling o 


tong upon a. plain puint ; the rather, as nothing his 
yet been offered to the public upon that ſubject. If 
they be in an error, their miſtake is to themſelves; 
and they know they muſt account for it to God. The 
more enlightened will pity and pray tor them, others 
will do as they pleaſe. 
owever, it may be ſome encoüragement, that the 


Hol of Relief go lo far with Seceders in this matter. 
That reſpect able body © unanimouſly agree with us, 
chat it is un lawfel to hear legal and unſound preachers.” 


and alſo, © that it is unlawful and finfulto hear Intru- 


ders, who have violently thruft 1hemſelves into par- 


ticular charges in the church of Chriſt.“ P. 22. 
When they duly enquire into the grounds of our com- 


mon opinion about theſe articles, they may ſoon per- 


ceive, on what principles Seceders think their dilap · 


probation of promiſcuous hearing, in other inſtances, 
juſtifiable. What ſecures them, will : at lealt oc a pret- 


ty good aut work for our defence. 
Only, I cannot help obſerving the glaring mebnük⸗ 


tency of the Relief ſynod on this head. Mr. Hutchi- 
fon afligos it as a reaſon of its being unlawful to hear 


intruders, that “ ſuch have not entered by Chriſt, 


the door, by the way of his appointment, 95g. the cal! 


and invitation of his flock; but have climbed up lome 


other way, by virtue of a preſentatlon to the legal be- 
neſice; and by doing ſo, have at ance robbed Chriſt 
ok his authority, and his people of their liberty.” P. 22. 
for he teaches, that ** to the lawful exerciſe and dif- 
charge of the miniſterial function, in any particular 


and fixed Ration, the call, conſent, and approbation 
of thoſe who are to be under that miniſtry, is indiſ- 


penfibly neceſſary ; ; and that none have a right to ex- 


ercife any office in the church of God without ſuch a 
call to it,” Part II. P. 4, F. Who would nor think 


this a good argument at all times, and in relation to 


6/1 peſo : vu we greatly Hats the Relief Synod, 


if 
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if we wonld ſuppoſe they mean it to conclude againſt 


any other than a Scotch Intruder, The reader will be 
ferious ; 155 


For, it is well known, that the law of patronage, 


poſſeſfing the plenitude of power in England and Jre- 
land, operates with much more deſpotiim in theſe 
countries, than in Scotland, even at this day. In pa- 
rochial churches, fo far is the CaLL ot the people from 
being thought eſſential to the diſcharge of the miniſtry 
among therm, that not even a ſhadow of it exiſts.— 
Their conſent and approbation is not ſo much as 
fought. Their complaints cannot be heard, Iu a mo- 
ment the prejentation (itences_every murmur. Betides; 
the King being, by the conflitution of the realm, the 
viſible head of the church, all church power flows 


from him, and all church. officers are the creatures of 


his /piritual ſupremacy. He gives them being, and anni- 
bilates them at pleaſure ; nove preſuming to enquire, 


What doſt thou? Even the B:/bop, in the hi gacſt acts 


of his authority, ordination and induction not except 
ed, is no more than the deprety of the SoveREIGH, 
"The conſequence is, according to our author's tunda- 
mental and very juſt maxim, that no. miniſter in theſe 
churches can lawfully diſcharge his function. Why, 


he comes not in by the door, but, in a very different 


way from the moſt vislent Intruder in this country, 
_elimbeth up fome other way, and in all miniſterial 
duties is the ſervant of the Prince. Yet the Synod 
of Relief, and our ſagacious writer among the reſt, do 
not find it in the leaſt unlawful to hear him, Hear 
him! If he but-ſound in the eſſential doctripes of 


Ciriſtianity, they will receive him, into the cloſſeſt 


. minifterial and Chriſtian communian, Thus entrance 
into the miniſterial office in virtue of a brefſentation, 
the very-boldeft and molt in: quitaus intruſions, in theme 
ſelves conſidered, are no obj. & of Relief deteſtation, 


but derive all RB criminality from local circumſtan- 


ces. To paint a Scotch latru der as black as the devil, 


ferves ſome valuable ends; but an Engliſo ar Iriſh 
Intruder hall be received as an angel of God. The 


one is excommunicated from the Neef church; the o- 
ther thall be cherithed with aAteraal tenderneſs, when 


Be - 


( 46 ) 


he pleaſes to give her an opportunity of diſplaying her 


blind affection. 


This brings me to our anthor's THIRD head, 


the unſcriptural narrowneſs of our terms of commun- 


nion. The leſs need be offered here, as the argu- 


ment formerly advanced againſt the Relief Scheme of 


church-fellowſhip ſtands in its full force. Mr Hutchiſon | 


is ſo far from deſtroying it, in its principles or other- 
wiſe, that he was wiſe enough ſcarce to come within 
fight of it, Let it but have a fair hearing, and I am 
perfectly willing it be left to its fate with the imparti- 


al, without any reinforcement. And as the ſcheme 
of communion adopted in the Seceſſien, and that of 
Which the Relief boaſt, are ſo directly oppoſite, the ar- 
gument againſt the latter, goes every neceſſary length 
in eſtabliſhing the former ; This all will perceive, who 


take the trouble to examine it. I ſhall therefore only 
beg my reader's attention to a few things on this 


Our author is pleaſed to reſt the Relief ſcheme of com- 
munion, as oppoſed to that held by Seceders, upon two 


pillars; both which we ſhall fee, are rotten to the 
„„ 45 1 
One of theſe is, that “ office bearers may warran- 


tably admit any man to the participation of the ſacred | 


ſupper, who has a ſuitable meaſure of knowledge and 


a converſation becoming the goſpel.” P. 37. He 


ſpends much time in illuſtrating and proving what no- 


body denies, that theſe two are neceſſary qualifications 


in all who apply for church privileges; but inſtead of 


attempting to ſet aſide what is offered for another re- 
gquifite of church fellowſhip, he is ſo prudent as not 
once to hint, that ever ſuch a thing had been contend. 
ed for, I ſay prudent ; for it is impoſſible but he 


muſt know, that it is a CAPITAL point in debate; 


which once admitted, overturns the whole” Relief 


ſebeme of communion to the foundation. 0 
' What I mean is, a pure profeſſion of the truth, 


known and believed. It is true, this is fallen into great 


diſcredit in our times, and even turned into ridicule, 
Onee to mention it as the duty of chriſtians, a matter of 


conſequence to the glory of Chriſt, the edification of 


the church, and the conviction of the world, is 2 
3 * | es | than 


. 


4 than hereſy in the eyes of many. But this will prejus - 
F dice none to whom the werd of Gop is precious. 
C From the beginning it was not ſo. An Honeſt profeſ. 


L fon of the truth, Chriſt puts a high eſtimate upon, 

c Rev ii, 13. It is repreſented as no leſs neceſſary in its 
place, and for its own purpoſes, than ſaith ittelf, Rom. 

4 Xx, 9, 16. A fevere mark is put on thoſe, who thro? 

: fear or ſhame, or any other corrupt principle, decline 

, it, Mat. viii. 38. Stedfaftnzfs in it is firiftly enjoined, 

4 Heb. x. 23. Aprflacy from it is ſeverely cenfured and 

* threatened, Luke ix. 32. Heb x. 38. We need pot, 

* therefore, be ſurprized to find, tho' ruining to the 
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Relief cauſe, that it was made an eſſential prerequiſite 
of communion in the viſible church, in the pureſt 
times of Chriſtianity, 3 res 4 oY 
bt, good evidence of the proſi - 


Philip had, no dou 


15 ciency which the Ethigpian Eunuch had made under 
. his inſtructions, was perfectly ſatisfied with his religi- 
4 ous knowledge, and his fixed purpoſe to walk circum- 
* ipect'y, through grace, 1! all things; yet he would 
not admit him to the ſacrament of baptiſm till he made 
as a confeſſion of Chriſt in the great truth, then eſpecial» 
5 ly controverted. “ What doth hinder me to be bap- 
1 tzed? And Philip ſaid, if thou believeſt with all 
4 | thine heart, thou mayeſt, And he anſwered and 
= I faid, I believe that Jelus Chriſt is the Son of God.“ 
* It was only in conſequence of this declaration, 
2 that the ſeal of the covenant was diſpenſed to him, 


f Acts viii. 36, 37, 38. Whatever his knowledge 
% or appearance of piety were, had he refuſed to 
confeſs Chriſt, or been imperſef in his confeſſion, * 
"= this would have been ſufficient in the view of the E- 
he | Vangehft, to have debarred him from this ordinance, 

" | The lame rule was obſerved on ſimilar occaſions, 
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ef | Thus we are told, that “ they that gladly received the " 
* word were baprized ;“ not they who ſimply knew it, 
. and againſt whole outward deportment there lay no {1 
„ exception; but they who received the goſpel truths. 1 
_ et before them, and declared in a proper manner thejr , [ 
E acceptance of them; for without this, it was impoſſi- 1 
3 ble to Know who received them. Thoſe only were ſi 
<> baptiz ed. Aud after this, it was only in the way of 1 
an continuing in the apoſtles doctrine, which they had re- 
1 RR : ceived 
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ecived,. that they enjoyed their fellowſhip, Acts i ii. 
41, 42, Agreeably to all which, we find communi- 
on with the erroneous, or thoſe who turn away from 
the profeſſion of the truth, be the occaſion of their er- 
ror, and reaſons of their apoſtaſy, their knowledge 
or external conduct what they may, expreſly prohibit- 
ed. He that is an heretick, after the firſt and ſe- 


cond admonition, reef,” Titus WW. 10. If there 
come any unto you, and bring not this doctrine, re- 
ceive him not into your houſe; neither bid him God 


ſpeed.” Why fo? «© For he that biddeth him God 

ſpeed, is partaker of his evil deeds,” 2 John 10, 11, 
| Had our author and his friends lived in theſe times, 
| It is highly probable, they would have declared this 
condition of church communion a grols impr/ition ou 

the children of God, Yet how they come to talk ſo 
high, is ſtrange';— 


For, it is the doclrine of this church, to which they 
pretend an adherence, that a profeſſion of the faith, 


which muſt certainly be moxe than the knowledoe of | 
it, and a regular converſation is an indiſpenfible condition 


of church-memberſhip.* Hence our former laudable 


practice of taking a declaration of the faith of church- 
members in order to the baptiſm of their children; 
and ſecluding thoſe from her communion, who were 
erronecus and unſound, as well thoſe in private, as thole 
in public ſtation in the church. 
Now think the only queſtion ean be, what profeſ- 3 
fron was required and ſuſtained in the apoſtolic age, 
and is intended by our church in her fandards ? A 
 feriptural one ſurely ;—a profeſſion agreeable to the 
word, and that expreſſed the faith of the church in 
the ſeveral truths, in which ſhe had been enlighten- 


ed; more exprefly and particularly, theſe that were 


eminently oppoſed and-impugned. Can we imagine 
the apoſtles and primitive churches under their care, 


ſuſtained a profeſſion as opening the door to church- 


fellowſhip, which caſt off, and ſtood in oppoſitior: to 
the received faith of Chriſt ? ? That they did not, we 
are as ſure as the whole tenor of New Teſtament writ- 
ing can make us. Shall we preſume to mark out @ 


+ Shorter Catechiſm, Nas. Lat. Cat, Q. 66, 5 3 
way 
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way different from, nay, oppoſite to the good 904 pathy 
that has the ſanction of ſuch authority? Did the plan- 
ters of the Chriſtian church make an honeſt, uni- 


ſorm profeſſion of the truth a term of admiſſion to ſeal- 


ing ordinances, no leis than a competency of know- 
ledge and irreproachable converſation ? And ſhall the 
new ſchemers of theſe times make bold to brand it with 
ignominy, and caſt it out of the church? And it is 
to be obſerved, that when we inſiſt upon this profe/- 
ſim as a condition of memberſhip, we do not go be- 
yond theyruits expected of Chriſtians, of which our 


author talks ſo much: for it is our fixed perſuaſion, 
that true faith, in its proper exerciſe, will ſhew itſelf 


no Jeſs in the purity of a man's profeſſion than of his 

converſation. From this the concluſion is obvious and 
undeniable, that we are no more bound to eſteem him 
who offends in the /ormer, a regular, a faithful and 

fruitful! church-member, than him who offends in 
the latter. Both, according to ſcripture, are to be 
debarred from the communion of the church, tho? 
mavy things amiable in other reſpects be found about 


them ; till the be fatisfied of their repentance for their 


bitter fruits, and of their gracious concern to glorify 
Chriſt, and edify her by ſruits of a different kind; 
all cur author's looſe diſcourſe about uncharitableneſs, 


bigotry, arrogance, and what not, upon this ſubject, 


goes for juſt nothing. He might as well have enter» 
tained us with Barbara, Celarent, flip flap, or Tem 


Thumb, The {awe is to be ſaid of all his reaſonings, 


concerning“ perfect unanimity in every thing not be- 


ing neceflary to church fellowſhip.” P. 51, 52. 53, 5433 
becauſe no body pleads for it. If people will fight | 
with their ſhadow, inſtead of abiding by rhe point n 

debate, what ſhall a wiſe man do, bur laugh at their 


Duixotim?  _ 


The ther pillar, on which our author is bold e- 


nough to venture the Relief ſcheme of communion is, 
his gloſs on the firſt ſix verſes of the fourteenth chap- 
ter to the Romans. Here he proceeds with much 
learning and caution ; by an elaborate paraphraſe ; a 


ſet of native dedudtians, applied to the caſe in hand; 
and then follows the deſtruction of theſe. evaſions and 


ſulterſuges, which he ſuppoſes Feciders will have re- 
eee 2 e eee 


( 44 ) 
courſe to. He is ſo well-pleaſed with the firength of 
this fortreſs, as to give himſelf no trouble to throw up 
even an ovt-work from any other N of ſcripture. 


The whole ſcheme then ſtands or falls with this, as far 
as ſcripture is concerned, If we can ſucceſsfully ſtorm 
this hold, our author will certainly yield his word. 
Convinced in experience, that the friends of Relief 
make no ſmall noiſe with this paſſage, I was at ſome 
pains formerly to ſtate the controverſy in the church 
of Rome, and ſhew, that no argument could be taken 
from it in favour of Relief communion ; expecting if 
it muſt ſtill be brought on the carpet, that they would 
have at leaſt endeavoured to detect the fallacy of my 
reaſoning on it. But here too, our author turns helm 
a- lee; only obſerving, in order to ſtand off with ſome 
ſeeming decency, that Seceders will maintain that the 
matters in debate in this church were entirely indiffe- 
rent; and therefore we ought not to argue, that 
the matters of difference between Preſbyterians, Epil. 
copalians and Independents, relating to church govern- 
ment, ſhould be an object of forbearance allo ; as they 
ure things not indifferent, To which he gives a very 
ſhort, and as we ſhall ſee, unſatisfactory reply. Yes 
| Indeed, Sir, they maintain this; only, correcting a 
| ſmall miſtake, by certifying you, that the difference we 
| have with Efiſcopalians and Independents, is not mere— 
ly in relation to church- government. And if it can be 
made good, that the matters in debate in this church 
were entirely indifferent, the flate'y fabric you have 
reared, by paraphraſe and deduction, falls about your 
ears in an inſtant. What ſay you againſt it, © Tho' 
the obſervation or non- obſervation of ceremonial u- 
ſages, after the death of Chriſt, was a thing entirely 
indifferent in itſelf, when unconnected with religion; 
20 was not the ſtate of that famous controverſy.“ 
„ 
_ Toa judicious, impartial perſon, enough has alrea- 
Ady been ſaid upon this ſubje&t, However, truth can 
| Hoſe nothing by a repeated and ſtill more cloſe exami- 
nation. By a thing indifferent is meant, what is nci- 


| 4 Relief ſche me, &c, P. 88.—.93. ‚ | . 
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ther duty by any law i in force enjoining it, nor 1 in from 
any law probibiting it. Now, that many ceremonial 
rites were, for a ſeaſon, in this ſenſe, which we ſup⸗ 
poſe is tlie ſenſe univerſally received, wholly indifferent, 


ſeems clear as noon-day. Every man, who knous 
what he ſays, muſt grant, that the whole ceremonial 


lau was abrogated in the death of Chriſt. Its inſti- 
tations after this, were no longer of divine obligati- 


on upon any. But neither was the obſervation of 
{ome of them for a time diſcharged. There is no ſuch 
prohibition upon record. It 1s probable, that moſt, 


if not all the Jewiſh converts throughout the world, 
were, for a conſiderable ſeaſon, in the practice of va- 


rious legal rites. It was remarkably ſo at Jeruſalem. 


Thou ſeeſt, brother, how many thouſand Jews there 
are which believe, and they are all zealous of the law.” 
Acts xxi. 20; and can we believe, that ſo many 
churches, under the eye of the apoſiles, were allow- 


ed to live in the practice of what God had perempto- 


rily forbidden: No certainly, More; it is. evident 


the apoſtics themſelves ſet the churches an example 


of this. It is pretty clear in the caſe of James, Acts 
xxi; of Peter, Gal, ii. 14; nor muſt we except Paul 
| himſelf, 4 He ſheared his head in Cenchrea, for he 


had a vow,” Acts xviii,18. * He took the men, ard 


the next day purifying himſelf, entered into the tem- 
ple, to ſignify the accompliſhment of the days of pa- 
rification, until that an offering ſhould be offered for 
every one of them, Acts xxi, 26. He even carried it 


the length of circumciſing Timothy, Acts xvi. 3 — 


Were the apoſtles then. at once the patrons and the per- 
pretrators of open fin? If not, what could theſe uſa- 


ges be but matters of ind. Ferency! That thoſe obſerv- 
ed in the church of Rome in, particular, were ſo, is 


manifeſt. Let every man,” ſays the apoſtle, * be 


fully perſuaded in his own,mind.” Is any man per- 
ſuaded, that theſe rites are binding upon him, and 
therefore ought to be obſerved? It is well; let him 
pleaſe himſelf, Is any man again perſuaded that they 


are not obligatory, nor ſhould in the leaſt be reſpect- 
ed by him? This alfo is well; let him act according- 


_ Lol The only poluc is, chat no man obſerve thele_ 
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things, or ahain from them, with offence, or a 


doubtful mind, ver. 20, 22. . | —— 
Notwithſtanding that theſe ſame indifferent things 


vere connected with religion, is ſo plain, that it is aſto- 


nifhing any man of ſenſe ſhould inſinuate the contra- 
ry; much more riſque an important cauſe on it. The 
apoſtle expreſly ſtates ſuch a connexion ; for he that 
regarded the day, regarded it unto the Lox D;“ out 
of reſpect to his ſovereign authority, which he weakly 
thought inter poſed in this matter; and of conſequence, 
ſpent much of it, no doubt, in his immediate ſervice; 


4. and he that ate not, 70 Lond Mo as wot W 
on the ſame account and from a religious ſcruple. 


Did not this ſet the obſervation of certain days, and 


abſtinence from certain meats, in the very cet con- 


nexion with religion? In fact, it was impoffible, that 
a practical, devout attention to theſe rites could be un- 
connected with religion; becaufe they were conſidered 
as of divine obligation, and thus a piece of indiſpenſe · 
ble duty toward God; the neglect of which was fup- 
poled to make a perſon heinouſly guilty in his ſight. 
And as to the days mentioned in particular, they 
were devoted to, and employed in religicus worſhip. 
Was uot this the very controverſy the Gentile part of 
the church had with their brethren of the Fews, who 


_ contended for theſe uſages? On this very account they 


deſpifed them, and had thoughts of cutting them off 
froin their fellowfhip, —even becauſe they were ob- 
ſerved on religious principles, with religious views, as 
religious divine inſtitutions, in which much of religion, 


or the kingdom of God was thought to conſiſt, Now, 


if theſe things, fo very intimately connected with re- 


Iigion, as really to make a part of it, in the caſe of 


the Jewiſh converts, were yet for a ſeaſon left ab/o- 


lutely indifferent, the very weakeſt perſons muſt ſee, 


our author has clearly loſt his point. Nor is it poſ- 
fible, with all the aids the Relref ſynod can bring him, 
to frame an argument from this caſe of the church of 
2 for communion wich Prelatiſts and Indepen- 
ents, / 3 | 
But perhaps he means, that as the ei converts 
maintained that theſe ceremonial uſages were ſtill di- 
vine ordinances, ſo they got them introduced into the 


pate... 


K 


public worſhip of the church, and made the obſervati.- 


on of them the condition and rule of communion ;__ 


which effectually brings them out of the claſs of things 


indifferent, It does indeed; and this may be his mean- 
ing; for he talks about things indifferent in their na- 
ture, when brought into the warſhip of God, and 
held to be divine ordinances, ceaſing to be undifferent ; "I 


adding“ this was the true ſtate of the controverſy ; 


for the 7ewi/h Chriſtians maintained, that abſtaining 
from ceremonial meats, and oblerving ceremonial 
days, were till of divine authority, and ordinances of 
God to be obſerved by the new. teſtament, church; 


which brought theſe things entirely out of the predicas 


ment of things indifferent, and preſents them to our 
view in a very different attitude,” This he illuſtrates 
by kneeling in partaking of the Supper: „Anceling is 


in itſelf indifferent ; but when it is required as an or- 


_ dinance of Cd, and neceſlary to the participation of 
the ſacrament, is it then a matter of indifference 2” 


P. 65, 66. 


Not to inſiſt on 3 making the obſervation: of M- 
_faic rites the rue and condition of communion. with 
them, what evidence has our author that they intro- 
duced theſe into the public worſhip of the church at 
ail? He offers none. He does not give us the leaſt 
hint where we may be furniſhed in any. Indeed it is 
as ridiculous a figment as ever entered a human mind. 
1s there any thing like it ſuppoſed in this chapter, in 
the whole epiſtle, or in any part of ſcripture? Nay, - 
it is demonſtrably falſe, Nothing is mentioned by the 
apoſtlę as matter of debate in this church, but the dif 
tinction of meats and days. Now the former did not 
admit of a place in the public worſhip of the church. 
As obſerved among the people, it had no relation to, 
or connexion with it, in any generation. And if ſo, 
what fancy could introduce it, and what end could be 
ſerved by it in the public worſhip of the new Teſta- 


ment church? By the days in queſtion it is evident, 


and indeed generally agreed, that we are to under- 
ſtand ſome Fewi/b feſtivals, Some of theſe were of a 


public, nature, and for the fake of argument we ſhall 


ſuppoſe, that the Jewi/b Chriſtians pleaded. for the 


ne celebration of them, ho“ this is a mere con- 


jecture 
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jecture, abd 4 very improbable one too: but how 
does it appear they carried ſo important a point in the 
church of Rome ? The Gentile converts, at leaſt, to. 
gether with the more evlightened Jews, were a'very 
great majority in this church. This is implied in the 
whole addreſs in this chapter. Theſe were not only per- 
fectiy latisßed about the abolition of the ceremonial 


law, but had an utter abhorrence of its rites as ob- 
| ſerved by their brethren, Is it then in any degree cre- 
_ dible; that the 


Jeuiſb Chriſtians, who bare ſo ſmail a 
proportion to the whole church, were deſpiſed, and 
in uſed on account of their weak prejudices, had ſo 


much crłdit and influence as to procure the pic ce- 


lebration of any Jewiſh feftival ? True, they might ob- 


ſerve theſe days in a diſtinct ſeparate aſſembly; but 


this is no where inſinuated, nor is there the leaſt pre- 


ſumption on any gronnd that they did ſo. It would 
have given the controverſy quite another turn, and 
the apoſtle's diſcourſe would have run in another ſtile. 

Whatever ſome zealots might infiſt for, all they attain. 
ed was the obſervation of meats and days in their per- 
ſonal unconnected capacity, not as members of the church, 
but as ſo many individuals. Hence the apoſtle ſpeaks 


of what one did, and another neglected, in his fngle 
ſtate juſt as it pleaſed him, ver. 2, 3,5, 6. From this 


it follows, that theſe legal rites, as obtaining in that 


church, no way affected the ſyſtem of new Teſtament 
ofdiniitces:: They neither corrupted the whole, nor 


ſer afide, or altered any part of them. ner made 
no part of the worſhip of the church, nor were in the 
leaft connected with it. 


Moreover, he takes it for granted, that : as this Was 


the real ſtate of the church of Rome, ſo the apoſte 
permitted things to run in their former channel. 
- What did be? He ſaw the authority of his divine 
maſter daringly counteracted, the Gentile converts en- 


ſlaved,-the ſyſtem of new Teſtament ordinances chang- 


ed, by a ſpirit of de/þpotiſm and impeſition in all things 
trlumphant, not only with filence, but avowed eppro- 


bation, If the Jewiſh Chriſtians, full of the notion 
that ceremonial rites were ſtil} divine ordinances, for- 


ced them iato Sheen worſhip of the church, and made 
the 


VV 8 
* - the rule and condition of their communion ; 1 thiok; 
none will deny, this was the ſcene preſented to the a- 


. poſtle: and that he carried, notwithſtanding, very 
y moet hiy, is no leſs plain; for i it was enough in his 
8 judgment, that“ every man was perſuaded in his own _ 
* mind;” and he exhorts the members of this church to 
f bear with oue another in meekneſs and love, never 
NY ſuffering their differences in the leaſt to affect theic 


fellowſhip, ver. 17, 18, 19. But who will have the 

5 aſſurance thus to impeach his faithfulneſs ?——his 

4 faithfulneſs, who was ſo zealous for the- honour of 

, Chriſt, add the liberties of Chriſtians ; who was ſo ; 
| jeahus of the truth of the goſpel, and purity of ordi- 

9. nances, While a feen, a ſworn enemy to all the uſurpa- 

; tion in the church of God. How his z-2! would have 


2 ; eng 


* burot againſt ſuch indignities done his 1 Neemer, and 
1 againſt ſo flagrant, ſo ruinous injuries done his peo- 1 
4 | ple and intereſts, —his conduct at Antioch, at Feruſa- 1 
1 | 
- lem, through Calatia, and indeed wherever he came, | 
3 , is a convincing evidence. 1 
a Indeed, upon the principle here laid down, from | 
7 the true ſtate of the controverly in the church of 1 
* 


3 | Nome, the power of the church, or of ſome in it, call 
him Pope or Prince, call hem convention Or council, 


E | 
” or what you will, to eſtabliſh human inventions in the il 
14 worſhip of God, mult no longer be conteſted, but u- b 
nt niverſally believed and ſubmitted tO. For, wherein 5 \ 
FO conſiſts this power, as claimed and exerciſed in the | 
de churches of Rame and England, with ſome others, but | 
be | io arightof bringing things in their own nature in- i 
different into th: worthip pt Goc, and enjoinipg the A 
as obſervation of them? Does not much of the Romi/h 4 
tie ſuperſtition, and all the fant-flical ceremonies of the 
el. church of England, ſtand upon this pretended power i 
32 alone; It is for more than one unworthy cauſe, there- 1 
a. fore, that our author ſtands forth a determined ad- 4 
g- vocate. We ſhall charnably hope, he has not exa- | 
ig mined his argument, nor traced its conſequences, But j 
* the concluſion is evident, that any way he chuſes to i 
80 be taken, he will never find a warrant for communi- | 'Y 
TE on with Prelatifts and Independents from the ſtate of 5-10 
de dhe ancient church of Rome. — Whatever was the opi- _ {1 
he. nion Or practice « of the Fewiſh converts about ſome ce- j 
G remonial 
1 


„ 3 

-Femonial rites, the matter was for a ſeaſon wholly in- Z 

| different ; but the points debated with Prelatiſts and 1 
Independents are of quite another nature. Whatever E 
were the ſentiments of the / mer about Jeuiſb obſer- 1 
vances, we have juſt pow demonſtrated, that theſe got K 

no place in the church; and therefore did not in the | ſ 
leaſt affect her fate, or the nature and tenor of her = 
adminiſiration ; whereas the /atter have carried their 0+ 'n 
pinions and inventions into yull and eftabliſhed practicc: q 
have caſt the church into a mould of therr 5wn, not 
only unknown in ſcripture, but reprobated by it; bave 


changed her ordinances, corrupted her worſhip, and Al 
leavened her whole adminiſtration ; while they malign, * 
inſult and impugn that church ſtate, and entire frame 15 
of ordinances, which we as Preſbyterians are firmly 
perſuaded Chriſt the ſole Law GEIVvER in Zion hath | 7* 
appointed in his word, In this caſe, I leave any man 2 
to judge, whether our communion with the latter 0 
ſtands on the ſame grounds, as the communion of the Wh 
_ Gentile church-members at Rome with their 7euiſb bre- 57 
| / 5 = FE 
it One obſervation more, and we are done with this 2 
point. It is this, that were the caſes of the Jewiſh con- oy 
verts at Rome, and that of Prelatiſis and Independents BY 
much more parallel than any man can rationally con- 5 
ceive, the former had a claim to unſpeakably more lenity | * 
and ferbearance than the latter; becauſe theſe uſages, 5 
to which they were ſo zealoufly attached, were once of | f 
_ divine appointment, much depended upon the due ob- 5 
ſervation of them, and ſeveral paſſages both of Moſes || R a 
and the prophet which they continued to hold as a 5 
Part of the rule of faith and practice, at firſt view, and al 
when not taken in connexion with other parts of ſcrip- ſhi 
ture, appeared to give them a perpetual eſtabliſhment 5 
in the church. It is eaſy to ſee, how much theſe Far 
things contributed to confirm and fofter their preju- 43 
dices, and what ſpecious arguments they might frame jg 
in defence of them, It took ſome time, and much jg 
pains, ſo far to difengage the moſt eminent Chriſti- 5 


ans, the apoſtles themſelves not excepted, from theſe 
prejudices, as not to impoſe many branches of the ce - get 
remonial law upon the Gentiles. But what ſhall we bu 
fay of Prelatiſts and Independents? Were their diſtin- I 
GENS I guiſhiog 
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guiſhing tencts and_church order ever of divine ap- 


ointment ? ? or are they not, from the leaſt to the 


greateſt, the vain opinions and corrupt inventions of 
men, which the ſcriptures condemn, and utterly un- 
known to the church for ſome ages? What can be 


aid for their peculiarities, comparable to what the 


Jewiſh Chriſtians might have advanced for their opi- 
nions and practices? Who then can ſuppoſe they 
land equally recommended to our Rn and in- 
dulgence? 

Beſides, tho? the obligation of the whole ceremoni- 
al ſyſtem had for ſome time been diſſolved, and inti- 


mation of this great event made to the church by vas 


rious degrees, the grand demonſtration of it was ſtill 
wanting at the time of this controverſy, and for ſeve- 


ral years after it.—lI mean the deſtruction of the tem - 


ple, and ruin of the whole plitical and eccleſraſtical ſtate 
It was this great, and to the eus 
unexpected revolution, which the Lord meant to car- 

ry irreiiftible conviction to the hearts of all, that the 

oke of bondage was forever broken off from the 
neck of his church. Till that time, be was willing 
to bear with the weak prejudices of profeſſing Chriſ- 
tians, After it, the ſignification of his pleaſure wag 
complete; of conſequence the obſervation of theſe rites 
which was /awfu/, tho' not binding by his authority, 
became utterly finſul, and no longer an object of Chriſ- 
tian forbearance. Can any thing like this be offered 
for Prelatiſts, Independents and others, on a ſtill more 
unſcriptural foundation, with whom the Synod of 
Relief are ready to hold communion ? Is not , ca- 
non of ſcripture perfected? Is any thing more than 
what is contained in theſe ſacred oracles neceſſary, to 
ſhew, that their opinions and obſervances are“ the 
doctrines and commandments of men?“ Are their 
fancics the object of divine long ſuffering and patiense, 
as ſome Moſaic ordinances were? And if not, where 


is their title to the like toleration in the church? It 


is true, there are times of general reformation com- 
jog, when, I doubt not, many of the abettors of theſe 
ſeveral ſyſtems, will caſt away their idols, with as much 
deteſtation, as ever they bugged them with pleaſure ; 


but if we muſt bear with them in church-communion 
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till that happy period, the ſame reaſon will oblige us 
to communion with all others, who cannot ſee as we 
do, however heretical and monflrous their reſpective 


creeds be. And indeed the Relief principle about com- 


munion, is driving with a ſtrong current into this un- 
fathomable gulf. | = 


— 


Let their claim to communion in a Preſbyterian church 
be as groundleſs as it will, our author can perceive no 


inconſiſtency in ſuſtaining it; for he aſks with much 
confidence, 'Tho' Chriſtians in ſocial worſhip cannot 


bold communion in the fmaller points, in which they 


differ, does this hinder them to hold communion in 
the many great points in which they are agreed?“ 


This, he tells us, is a communion'of forbearance, where 


they cannot in ſome caſes maintain the communion of 


_ unanimity and famencſs of Judgment,” P. 72. For the 


diſtinction it may paſs. We are fo overwhelmed with 


novelties in this piece, that we muſt ceaſe to wonder: 
But a communion. of forbearance, if he will have it fo, 


this is with a witneſs; and ſuch a communion too, as 
will extend our religious connexions, as far as heart 
could wiſh, and give way to the torrent we were 
ſpeaking of. Why, there are ſome fmaller points, in 
which we cannot hold a communion of unanimity with 
Socinians and Puakers, with Arminians and Lutherans, 
with the churches of Rome and Ruſſia. There are 
ſome./maller points in which we cannot agree with 
Jeus and Mahometans ; yet what ſthould hinder us to 
bold communion in the many great points in which 
we are agreed? For there may be a communion of 
forbearance, where there cannot be the communion of 
unanimity and ſameneſs of judgment. The points in 

difference with people of theſe denominations reſpec- 

tively, are GREAT in t4emſelves ; but we have only to 
call them ſmall, like other things of the ſame kind, and 

then we are fellow citizens, The queſtion certainly 
reaches ſo far, that it is not worth propoſing. Had 
his fundamental principle been obferved, we ſhould 
never have heard of Diſſengers in England, nor of the 
Proteflant reformation itſelf; nay, a diſſenting intereſt 
formed in any part of the Chriſtian world, at leaſt, 
mult be unſcriptural and abſurd, = poem wry 
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I ſhould be unjuſt in leaving this part of the ſubje& 
without doing juitice to the candor of my friend. The 


clauſe in the Conſeſſion of Faith, which uſed to be caſt 
in our teeth upon all occaſions, he fairly gives up, P. 
48. We hope, therefore, whatever ſervice it has hither- 
to done them in deceiving the multitude, it will ne- 


ver more be bandied about by the Relief ſynod, or their 


adherents. As to what he talks about the 4/embly be- 


ing compoſed of Preſdyterians and Independents for al- 
certaining their judgment about communion z. this can 


be no argument in favour of Epiſcopalians, of whom 
there were none at this time in the 4/embly, Nay, it 
is highly probable from Mr. Baillie's letters, who was 
a member of that famous Aſſembly, that the' Indepen- 
' dents had alſo deſerted their ſeats, when this article of 
the Confeſſion was framed, The Confeſſion was among 
the Jaſt ſervices done by the Aſſembly ; and long be- 
fore they procceded to this article, Mr Baillie informs 
us, the Independents were wont to ablent whole weeks, 
even two or three weeks at a time. But admitting all 
the original members had contiuued to the laſt, what 
he advances is nothing to the purpoſe; for what was 


to hinder them in a general declaration of the truth, 


when it was not applied to themſelves, when it ſtill re- 


mained to be debated among them, what profeſſion 


ſhould be the bond and centre of their communion 
with each other? Our author and J are agreed about 
the general truth aſſerted in the article of the Conſeſſton 
on communion, and yet we have fo different views of 
that profeſſion, which ſaints are bound to make and 
maintain, that we cannot join in church fellowſhip. 
Tho' the parties under conſideration eſteemed each o- 
ther ſaints, their meeting in the Afembly no way ſup- 


poſed every bar to church. conmnnion was removed; 


becauſe they were not there fitting in the Fudicata- 
ry of an organized church, as the repreſentatives 
of ſeveral Prelby teries, like our Synods or Aſſemblies ; 


but were called for the advice of Parliament, in a very 


_uaſettled and troublous time both of church and ſtate, 
—And it was no doubt, one great inducement to both 


Prelbyteriansjand Independents to accept of, and retain 


for a time, at lealt, their feats in the Aſembly, that 
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an open, candid communication of each other's lenti- 


ments might be the happy mean of extinguiſhing dif- 
fer ences, which had long ſubliſted, and been carried 


very bigh by both parties, The mean appeared eaſi- 
Ble, tho' it proved meffeual. One thing. is undeni- 
able, when the Aſſembly was diſſolved, the Preſbyte- 


_ rians, who made the preateſt part of it, as well as 
their brethren who had not been called, were ſo far 


from holding communion with the Independents, not- 
withſtanding this article of the Confeſſion, that they 
would by no means yield to a feleration of them in fe- 
Parate congregations. Herein, indeed, I am clearly 
of opinion, they were wrong, according to the idea of 
toleration explained above. But it ferves to ſhew, 
that every way, the argument from their ſitting toge- 
cher in this famous Aſſembly, is utterly inconcluſive. 


_ Lvvfe indigeſted and unſcriptural as the Relief plan of | 
' communion is, our author would gladly impreſs the 


public with an idea of the Seceders having once adop- 


ted it, tho' on a ſomewhat ſmaller ſcale. “ It is ob- 
ſervable, and merits the particular attention of the 


candid reader, that the Seceders themſelves have ſet 
an example of that very communion, as far as it re- 


Jates to the church of Scotland, which the Relief body 


now plead for.” How does that appear? © Ir is well 


known, that for a conſiderable time after the com- 
mencement of the Seceſſion, the Seceding miniſters de- 
clared their willingneſs to hold communion with thoſe 
miniſters and Chriſtians of the eſtabliſhed church, who 
were contending againſt her defections.“ P. 27. 

The fact here alledged I chearfully acknowledge, 


and as it is ſometimes managed to the reproach of 


_ Seceders, who afterwards altered their conduct, we 
ſhall take the liberty to ſuggeſt a few things for their 
vindication, and thereby ſhew how little it makes to 
the purpoſe of the Relief, 0 

Ide A Peciate Brethren were led forward to a tial 

ſeparation from this church, in reſpect of viſible com- 
munion, gradually, even as the firſt Preteſtants were 
from the church of Rome, In their firſt contendings 
they had no views of matters being carried ſuch lengths 
as they afterwards arrived at, more than Luther and 

his friends had vi withdrawing from the church of 

| | " Rome, 
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Neme, and managing their teſtimony in a ſeparate com, 
munion,—when that venerable reformer began to“ 
preach againſt papal indulgences, and otherwiſe to con- 


tend with the court of Rome. - Their SECESSION was 


not like the Relief feparation, a raſh and precipitate 


ſtep, under the influence of humour, the love of mo- 


_ ney, and ſpirit of faction. It was the reſult of mature 
reflexion, many prayers, and the concurrence of va» 


rious diſpenſations of providence, from a principle of 
noble difintereſted zeal for the honour of Chriſt, the 
vindication of his truth,and the liberties of his church. 


It took, of conſequence, ſome time to aſſume a due 
form; and acquire flability, 2: 2 REY 
It was during this period, that the Seceding miniſters 
had freedom to hold occaſional communion with the 
| leis degenerate part of the church of Scotland. When 
the Lord ſhined more clearly upon their path, point- 
ing out Seceſſion, as an indiſpenſible duty to him 
and the church, and enabling them to ſtate it upon 
more enlarged grounds than they firſt thought of. 
they willingly followed bim bearing his reproach, and 
found themſelves ſhut out from that communion, 


which otherwiſe would have been warmly cultivated. 
Nor is it any wonder their Seceſſion was a few years in 


aſſuming its more perfect form.—Their fituation was 


peculiar. There had been nothing like it in any pes 
riod of the church of Scotland.---Their averſion to ſe- 


paration was proportioned to their love of peace, and 
tender regard to the unity of the church, —They had 
a ſtrong attachment to many worthy Fathers and Bre- 
thren, ſtrengthened by all the reciprocal endearments 
of religion and friendſhip. It is not ſurprizing, that 


theſe and the like conſiderations diſpoſed them to 


maintain occaſional communion with ſome in this 
church, as long as they found they could do ſo, in a 
conſiſtence with truth and a good conſcience toward 


God. — The Relief miniſters are, in ftatu quo, the ſame 


fituation in relation to the national church, as when 
many years ago they deſerted her, not once ſeeking, 
nor ſo far as we can judge, once wiſhing to know the 


Lord's mind more perfectly. 


It likewiſe merits our attention, that tho? much un- 
faithfulneſs appeared in the Judicatories of the church, 
N and 
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and very arbitrary Pr Wor had been purſued before 
the year 1732, which, with the following year, 


brought a great acceſſion of guilt in theſe reſpects, 


and puſhed the aſſociate Brethren on the firſt ſteps to- 


ward a Seceſſion ; yet in the year 1734, and for ſome 
time after it, matters ſeemed to take another turn. 
This church ſeemed awakened at leaſt to the con/2-. 

uences of her deſpotiſm and apoſtacy, and diſcover- 


ed ſome reſolution of returning to the Lord, by her 
act for purity of doctrine, by repealing, the act of 1732, 
about ſettling vacant congregations, by giving ſome 
check to violent intruſions, by declaring it the privi- 
lege of members of court to have their diſents or pre. 


teſtat ions recorded, and, tho' this indeed was expreſſed 
in very ambiguous language, that it ſhould not be held 


unlawful to give a dactrinal teflimany againſt the ini- 
quitous proceedings of the Judicatories, with ſome o- 
ther things of leſs conſideration. It was indeed with 
the greateſt exertion the honeſt party carried thele 
things; but it gave the church an appearance of re- 
Formation, The Seceding miniſters heartily rejoiced at 
this. They could not fee their way clear to return to 
the boſom of their mother, who had treated them as 
aliens, notwithſtanding theſe laudable ſteps ; but they 
| hoped the morning would brighten, and every ground 
of ſeparation and complaint be fully removed. Wait- 
ing with much anxiety, and praying importunately 
for that happy period, in the mean time, they teſtified 
their ſincere deſire for peace, and their reſpect to the 
zeal and fidelity of their brethren, by holding occa- 


ſional communion with them. Their fond hopes, 


however, ſoon vaniſhed. In a very ſhort time, the 


torrent of apoitaly broke forth with redoubled impetuo- 
ſity ; as if it had acquired ſtrength by the oppoſition 


made to it in ſome former years. It continued to 
increaſe, and bear down every thiog before it to this 
day; while the /ew more worthy names gave over the 


conteſt, or changed their ground, or even began to 


plead ; the cauſe of defeftion. It was natural to think, 
if their priuciples were right and their aims pure, that 


the Seceding miniſters would take their poſition accords - 


ing to the ncw ſtate of Wir. They did fo. They 


broke. 


ou 


ta 


the 
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broke off a/] connexion with the national church, = ; 
When on the way of reformation they found it their 
duty to keep ſome terms with her, by communion. 
with thoſe, who conſcientiouſly. ſtudied to preſerve 
themſelves pure; but wheu ſhe ſtopt ſhort, and even 

revolted more and more, and yet theſe good men, 
for whom the Seceders had ſo endeared an eſteem, 
hearkning to the ſuggeſtions of weak prejudice, fin- 
ful timidity, or ſome more forcible remonſtrances of 


fleſh and blood, would remain in her, —there was no 
choice left. It they would not let the banner fall, it 


was neceſſary to diſplay it more Fully. — The Relief par- 
ty make nothing of all the growth of incorrigibls de- 
fection to this day, 

From whit was juſt now ſaid, itis eaſy to e 


they were men of another ſpirit, with whom the Seced- 


ing Minifters held occaſional communion, than are 
now, alas ! to be found. Determined adverſaries of 


error, inſtead of maintaining communion with the er- 
roneous, they brought them under proceſs, or con- 


curred in the proſecution. What Miniſter of the e- 


ſtabliſument, in our times, has ſo much zeal and reſo- 


jution ? Friends to the divine law of popular election, 


they oppoſed intruſions out of principle, and thus their 
oppoſition was wniverfal ang ſteady. Intruders they 


would not own at their ordination, or in afliſtance at 
ſacramental ſolemnities. Mu, alas! the beſt friends 


of the people treat their rights as chimerical, and will _ 


not be thought to plead for them. Some violent ſettle- : 
ments they oppole ; as to others they are ſilent, or 


take tham under their patronage, How they behave 
a t ordinations and ſacramentvl ſolemnities with intruders 
we ſa w before. Do they ſometimes deſert ſuch ordina= 
tions ? /eldom ; and when they do, their ſubmiſſion to 


cenſure for this pretended offence is both very tame and 


very ready, as in ſome late inſtances, Several of the 


ſong of other times, wholly abſented from Judicatories, 
from conviction, that they could not ſit in them with- 


out ſin; and thoſe who attended made as faithful a = 


ſtand, as a ſtate of communion would admit, againſt 
the prevailing tyrranny and corruption of the courts 
themſclues, and from the pulpit in every corner, as 
the Lord gave them opportunity, Where pow is that 
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courage and faithfulneſs? Who now deſerts Preſby= | 


zries, Synods and Aſſemblies, becauſe they are /eaven- 
ed? Who now does not content himſelf with a /pirit- 
e ſpeech in our convocations, againſt even the moſt 
zyrannical and oppreſſive mealures ? It is a marvel to 
hear of a diſſent or proteſtation in tuch ca! ſes. It is 
ſtill more marvellous, to hear any tiling of them from 
the pulpit, Is there ſuch a miracle now in Scotland? 
No; almoſt all are become more fond of the praiſe of 
men for their moderation and forbearance, than for the 


praiſe of Gop in a ſteady, well-rempered zeal, for 


his glory and cauſe, It would be long ere we could 
finiſh the contraſt. But this ſhews, that Seceders, in 
the circumſtances above repreſented eſpecially, might 


be 7u/tified in holding occaſional communion with ſome _ 


in the national church in time paſt, when they would be 
condemned in ſuch facred intimacies with thoſe who are 
.— to be their followers naw.— The Relief make 
no ſuch diſtinction. 

Beſides; at the commencement of the Secefi ian, the 
ſpirit, principles and views of the Afjcciate Preſoytery, 
could not be known in an inſtant. Tbeir AS, 4 ae 
tion and teſtimony, and their Af conce erning the doe- 

trine of grace were not yet publiſhed. + The Declina- 
ture was not yet given tn, 
the procedure of the Synod of Perth and Stirling about 
Mr. Ebenezer Erſkine, and of tha Aſſembly, 1733; with 
its Commiſſion, the only joint papers emitted by them 
for ſome time, were the Firft teſlimony, declaring 


the grounds of Secefjion from the efabhſbcd church, 


and Reaſons of nen acceſſion on the footing of what was 
done by the 4ſſembly, 1734. But it was proper to 
give their well-affeed brethren all neceſſary infor- 
mation about their principles and views, with a reaſon 


able time for conſidering maturely lo importante llep- 
as ſeparation from the national church, and forming a 


connexion with them, before they entirely diſengag- 
ed themſelves from their communion; eſpecially as 
not a few of them honeltly ſet themſelves againſt the 
pPrevailiog management, and ſeemed bearty friends to 
their cauſe, and ſtrenuous advocates for it. It was e- 
very way ſit to bear with them for a ſeaſon; ſince 


— opcnlogs of providence. particularly, about e 
the 


After a repreſentation of 


hich 


the 


eſtabliſhment, miniſters and 


+ To TX. 
the beſt of men, with different meaſures of light, may 
have different apprehenſions, muſt in all cales point 
out the propriety of ſeparation. . eee 
The caſe is now greatly altered. The world has long 
been furniſhed with all defirable information about the 


| Seceſſion and its adherents ; fo that no man, who wil 


give himſelf a little trouble to enquire, can be igno- 

rant. The grounds of Seceſſion acquire force daily. 
The calls of Providence, uniting with the directions cf 
the word, wax louder and touder. Yet thoſe of the 
cople, however valuable 
in other things, give a deaf ear to all theſe admoniti- 
ons. Whether from filly prejudice, or wilful igno- 
rance of the true nature and ſtate of our teſtimony, 
or fear of man, or reſpect to their character and 
worldly convenience, or ſome other principle of the 
fame kind, they deſpiſe and abule their advantages. 

Not able to hear of the Seceſion or a Seceder with pa- 
tience, ſome of the beſt men on the abliſbment, ſtrange 
to tell! are the bittereſt enemies to our caule, which 
we are fully convinced is the cauſe of God and truth; 
and lay themſelves out in all ways, conſiſtent with any 


repute for moderation, to weaken, and even extire 


pate it. Poor dee geen indeed, to renew all 
the ſolemn intimacies of church-communion I Nay, 


the caſe was very ſoon altered with the firft Sereders, 


Inſtead of being drawn off from a backſliding church, 
after the year 1734, they who ſeemed in ſuſpence and 
open to light, {ified their convictions, and were con - 
firmed in their oHHinate adherence to the eflabliſbment... 


They not only couched under the increafing burdens 
_ of the times, and yielded the cauſe, for which they 


had appeared with ſo much warmth; but turned their 
artillery from pulpit and preſs, upon their once much 
eſteemed and greatly beloved Seceding brethren and 
their intereſts; nor were they, in the tranſports of 
their reſentment, good mea, over ſcrupulous about the 
means of blackening their character and injuring their 
caule Was it not high time for Seceders, then, to 
take farewel of them? Whatever might be their in- 
clination, the Teflimony of JE$Us required it; and 


_ this taey preferred to their chief perſonal joy. 


Fo 
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| Theſe things confidered, it will appear the Secedere 
did not change their conduct in relation to many wor- 
thy men in the national church without cauſe; and al- 
ſo, that the Synod of Relief deceive themſelves and 
their followers, by pretending to find any thing in the 
example of Szceders that -can be the ſmalleſt apology 
for the communion, which they ſo eagerly court with 
thoſe on the eſtabliſhment. 2 . 
But tho' leſs could be ſaid for this and ſome other 
parts of their conduct, how comes our author to enter- 
tain a ſuſpicion that the Seceders will find fault with 
him for maintaining, that the terms of admiſſion to the 
Lord's table are only to be found in the divine word?“ 
P. 29, Whether is there more charity or juſtice in ſuch 
an inſinuation? Do they adopt any other rule of faith 
and practice than the divine word? He knows the con- 
trary. , Tho' it were his opinion then, that ſome of 
their terms of commynion were neither founded in 
the divine word, nor agreeable to it, he might have 
the charity to ſuppoſe they think otherwiſe, and there- 
fore would never find fault with him for maintaining 
this poſition with all his might . „„ | 
Whether he believe it or not, they and he are 
molt certainly agreed, that © the under ſhepherds have 
no right by their own authority to admit, or exclude 


* He takes occaſion here to bring io a long ſtory about a 
controverſy he had upon this ſubject, with the Revd. Mr. 
Campbell of Stirling. So noble, it ſeems, was the ſtand 
made againft this gentleman that he wants words 10 exhibit 
his own importance, and to ce ebrate his indiſputable victory. 

J have nv perſonal acquaintai ce with Mr. Campbell; but his 

character for good ſenſe, learning and talents of reaſoning, is 

ſuch, as to pertuade me, Mr Hs confident boaſting is not 
good; as groundleſs as it is un ſcemiy; and, that ſhouid he 
be ſo unhappy as to bring that Brother into the field in any 
cauſe, he would find himſelf in like circymii2nces as/the Lilli- 
putians in their war with Gulliver, Be that as it may, I am 
_ Credibly informed, that his account of that affair is, in many 
things, ag / miſi epreſentation; and that the honour ot be- 
ing made Mr. Campbell text, of which he appears ſo, proud 
is no crown of glory; ſince it only lay in a ſhort diſcourſe at 
the c of public worſhip, expoſing the palpable deceit, va- 
nity and ignorance of a ftudied harangue againſt Seceders, by 
way of preparatory exerciſe to the communion at 57, Mini- 
an, on the Saturday immediately preceding. 5 
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from ſealing ordinances; but only to declare and faith- 
fully to chſerve the terms of Chriſtian fellowſhip 


which Chriſt hath appointed.“ P. 31. But then faith- 
fully to declare, apply and obſerve theſe appointed 


terms, neceſſarily implies, that it muſt be their care 


to frame the teſtimony of the church agreeable to the 
divine word, and exhibit it to the world, according to 


the circumſtances, in which all wiſe provider ce ſees 


meet to place her ; turning the edge of it in defence of 


theſe particular truths or ordinances, that are eſpeci- 


ally impugned ; and againſt the oppoſite errors or in- 


ſtitutions, which prevail in any age. The greater at- 


tention which is paid to this, the more does the church 


look like herſelf, and the better does ſhe anſwer the 


the truth.” e I Wes „ 8 


Now, the circumſtances of the church are often 


greatly altered in a ſhort time; of conſequence her 


terms of admiſſion or conditions of memberſhip re- 


lative to the truth and a due profe//ion of it, muſt be 
differently ſtated. What there was no need to fix as an 
explicit term of communion in a former period, may 


become a great part of the word of Chriſt's patience 


in the preſent age, and therefore a main hinge of ad- 
miſſion to the ſeals of the covenant. Thus the great 
term of communion at the erection of the new Teſta- 
ment church ſeems to have been, that Jeſus Chriſt was 
come in the fleſh, that he was the Son of God, and 


actually raiſed from the dead, Acts viii. 37. 1 John 


v. 5. 2 John 7. Rom. x. 9, 10, Whoever declared 
his aſſent to theſe general important truths, was im- 
mediately received into the viſible church, They were 
the leading points of the church's teſtimony at that 


time; and as Satan had not yet employed his craft in 


perverting or corrupting them, every man was ſul- 

tained ſound in the faith, who profeſſed to receive 
theſe articles; but when men of corrupt minds ſet e 
very engine at work to deſtroy the truth of the goſpel, 
a further explication of it, and an application of its 


ſeveral branches, ſuited to the ſtate of the church, 


were found abſolutely neceſſary; and thence an aſſent 
dio theſe general truths could be no longer a fatisfying 


teſt of admiſſion, =» 
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When the Arian herely, for inſtance, was broach- 
ed, would it have been warrantable or ſafe to have 


admitted all to church communion, who declared 
their belief of the propoſitions above mentioned? Noz 


for while the ſticklers (or this bereſy allowed that 7e- 
fus of Naaareth was the true Meſſiuh, and the fon of 


God, they affirmed at the fame ume, that he was not 
of the ſame nature with the Father, and therefore was 
not poſſeſſed of, at leaſt, all divine perfections. In 


order to detect ſuch perſons, and prevent the church 


from being leavened with them, ſhe found it neceſſary 
to ſtate this article as a term of her communion, that 
tho? the Son be diſtinct from the FATHER in reſpect 


of perſonality, he is nor merely like the Father, but of 
the /ame nature and Effence with him. So while the 


Pelagian, Socinian and Arminian ſyſtems were not yet 


forged, the church had no call to make the truths 


which ſtand oppoſed to the pernicious figments of 


theſe ſeveral collections, terms of her communion: 


But when the ſpirit of error impudently attacked the 


Faith of the goſpel in theſe diſzrent ways, it was cer- 
| rainly high time to diſplay her banner as openly and 


particularly againſt it as ſhe could: eſpecially by ſhut- 
ting the door upon thoſe who would ſtan by their 


deluſions. It is upon this very principle that Conſe/- 


ens of faith as %s of orthodoxy have been juſtly e- 
ſteemed ſo uſeful, and even neceſlary by the church of 


Chriſt, And theſe confeſlions, when managed with 


fuccels, have aſſumed, and ever muſt aſſume, a form 


ſuited to the devices of Satan for explaining away, or 


corruptingithe truths of Chriſt. Thus terms of com- 


munion not only may, but in the nature of things 
muſt be multiplied and differently ſtated according, i 70 : 


occafions. But will any man aſſirm, that this is to add 
to the written word, and enact the terms of our dun? 
He cannot with the leaſt ſhew of reaſon; becauſe in 
all this the church is only declaring and faithfully ob- 


ſerving the terms which Chriſt has appointed. She 
does not invent her terms, but receive them from HIM. 


It. is not to frame neu ones, but to apply and vindi- 
cate the cd. The one pure, undivided doctrine of 


_ Chriſt ſhe 1 is bound, agrecabiy to her changing condi- 


tion, 


„ 
tion, to hold up to the world and diſplay againſt er- 
Tor under every new ſhape, the ſubtilty of hell fiads 


convenient to give it. And when ſhe makes the be- 


lief and profeſſion of theſe ſeveral controverted arti- 
cles, terms of her communion, it is no more than to 


make an houeſt ſcriptural confeſſion of Chriſt, as re- 
vealed in the word, an were par condition of 


church- memberſhip. 


Bearing this obſervation) which appears wodeniably 
true, in his mind, my reader will ſee, that nothing 


can be more idle and ſeofeleſs, than to talk, as our au- 


thor does, of the Relief Syned “ having no freedom to 
make theſe things terms of communion, or walls of 
| ſeparation between them and other Chriſtians, which 


had no exiſtence for nigh 1500 years after the terms 
of the chriſtian fellowſhip were unalterably fixed by 


Chriſt and his apoſtles.” P. 30. and to aſk concerning 


the national covenant and ſolemn league.—** Was net 
this A term of communion of the church's own mak- 


ing? Was it known by the apoſtles of Chriſt ? Had it 
any exiſtenęe for nigh 1500 years after theſe venerable 
inſpired men were in their graves ?” I ſay this is as idle 


and ſenſeleſs, as the whims of the Catholic Chriſtian, 


or any other unthinking Libertine, who takes it into 
his head to rail apainſt all Tefts of erthodoxy. The 
objection is of the ſame kind; might therefore, once 
for all, refer our author to Hunlaß excellent defence 


of Coofcifione of faith, for an anſwer. However, left 


he ſhould imagine I wiſh to ſhift him,— = 
It is true, that the terms of Chriſtian fellowſhip 


were unalterably fixed by Chriſt, whereas the nati- 
onat covenant and the ſolemn [tague had no exiſtence 


for many ages after. But what then? Why, we have 


no freedom to n ake them a term of communion as 


our fathers did in former times, whofe practice Szcze 
ders approve. Very well. The terms of communi- 
on were unalterably frxed by Chriſt, whereas the Wef- 
minſler Confeſſion of faith had no exiſtence," till 1605 
years after our Lord entered into his glory. You 
have no freedom, therefore, to make an approbation 
of it a term of communion? O yes; none are admit- 
ted to the we or Fr other church Mee, See 


ml 
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| 
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may raiſe a ghoft which they cannot conjure. 
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us, without declaring their adherence to that valua- 


ble Confeſſion ; and beſides this, we would be unders 
Nood to receive none even of a private character into 
our communion, who do not approve of the ſame ex- 
cellent ſummary. This is mighty ſtrange ! for is not 
this a term of communion of the church's own mak- 
ing? Was it known by the apolttes of Chriſt? Had 
it any exiſtence for near 1600 years after theſe vene- 


Table men were in their graves? Tell me how you 


can reconcile theſe two, and then it will be eaſy for 
me to ſhew, that tho' our Covenants had no exiſtence, 


till many ages after the death of the apoſtles, yet they 


were not terms of the church's own making, Mea 
We have already ſeen, that theſe covenants were 
compoſed and ſworn, at a time when the Briti/h 
churches were in a very peculiar and trying condition. 
A great many concurring circumſtances of provi- 
_ dence, without which they would never have been 
heard of, ſuggeſted bath their propriety and uſe 


while in taking and enjoining them, the church did 
no more than ſolemaly ſtate her teſtimony, for the 
defence of the truth and its friends, againſt the abet- 


tors of error and corruption, according te her circum- 


ſtances- The national covenant was originally framed 


againlt Popery ; and afterwards its edge was laid againſt 
various corruptions, which, upon popiſb principles, had 


been introduced into the church of Scotland, The 


Solemn League was more immediately turned againſt E- 
piſcopacy, as it had been eſtabliſhed and practiſed in the 
kingdoms of England and Ireland, with the various 


arts employed by its adherents to hinder the work of 


reformation. Thus both covenants were adapted to 


the times,—the parties concerned,—and the various 
corruptions abounding ;z and in both, Zion ſtood forth 


boldly to confeſs her Gop. Pray, what was there a- 
mils in that appearance? Aye,—but ferm of commu- 
nmion. Term ot communian In the name of common 


ſenſe, could our Fathers do leſs, even on the principle 


of ſelf· preſervation, than exclude them from the com- 
munion of the church, and more eſpecially deprive 


them of the Pulpits, and all power in the univerſities, 


colleges and ſchools, who by their refuſing the co- 
| . 1 e venant 


* 
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venant, publicly declared themſelves of popi/h and pre. 
latical principles, and the avowed, reſolved patrons 


of that maſs of corruption, which our Fathers, under 


divine conduct, meant to have purged ;—men, who, 


of conſequence, were the inſidious, implacable and 


reſtleſs enemies of that great work of God in which 


they were engaged? Men of this character alone, felt 
the covenant bear hard on them, or had the leaſt ob- 
jection to, it; and to ſeclude ſuch from the commu- 


nion of the church, beſide other things which might ; 


be mentioned, was no more than to take care thoſe 


ſhould not be nouriſhed in her | boſom, who were 
watching for opportunities of #abbing her to the heart. 
Without it, our anceſtors could neither have been 


faithful to God, poſterity, nor themſelves. Their 


work was only 5% done, nay, every ſtep they propoſ- 
ed ewas vain. If their cauſe then was good, which we 
ſuppoſe our author will not deny, this method to ſe - 
ture it was ſomething more than expedient, it was ab- 


Tdutely neceſſary, and could not be evil. 5 
Thoſe who arraign the excellent perſons of theſe 


times on this head therefore, to make their indictment 
good, muſt prove one of theſe three things, —either 
firſt, chat the doctrines avowed in theſe covenants 


are not the truths of God, nor the duties engaged to 


in them of moral obligation, even all theſe duties in their : 
circumſtances ; and thus that the doctrines, rites and 


inſtirutions abjured in them, have the ſanction of 


divine authority —Or they mpſt prove, that it is un- 


lawful for the church at any time, in order to greater 


mutual confidence, and a firmer oppoſition to pre- 
vailing apoſtaſy, to conſeſs Chriſt,” and ſolemnly bind 

berſelf to a zealous maintenance of his truths and 

ways by oath, — Or finally, they muſt prove, that ſuck 


ſolemn covenants were an improper mode of confeſſing 
Chriſt, and an unſuitable mean of exciting her to vi- 
gilance and fidelity at this time. And for all the bluſ- 
ter ſome people make, they will not find this an eaſ 
taſk. It appears to me impoſlible to prove any of theſe 
Points If the Relief Synod, or any member of that 


reſpectable body, ſhall try it, we will hear them. Shew 
us any thing in the matter of thoſe covenants, the 
circumſtances of our Fathers conſidered, which was 


* * .a+4 
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morally evil. Set aſide the argamebts that hate deen 
advanced in favour of avowing the truths and ways 

of Chriſt, on ſpecial occafions, by /o/emn oath, and eſta- 
bliſh the oppolite opinion; or Jemonſtrate, that N 


was no call to it, when the covenants were (worg' 
and our author's opinion fhall from that moment e 


mine, that theſe covenants. were indeed a term of com · 
munion of the chyreb's own , mip. adn wn 


LV #% 
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an communivn, about which our author makes ſo möcht 


noiſe; even tho' it had been conceived in ſtronger 

terms than! it is. The Aſeciate Bretbren. were led our 
of the national church, with a teſtimony 1 in their Ne 

for the invaluable intereſts of the reformation, at 


time, when Britain and Ireland v were over-run with che 
moſt peſtilent errors and cori\piions of different 


kinds. Set againſt a torrent of apoſtaſy which. was 


ſwelled to an unuſual Fun., and receivin daily as- 
eeffions,. in the midſt o 


countleſs, dang ers both from 
within and withont,. they entered 9 7 A folemn bond, 
ſuited to che eircumſtances in which holy and wiſe | 
providence had placed them. This ſtep, agreeable 


do the word of God, and the praftice of the beſt re- 


formed churches in perilous times, appeared to them 
highly neeeſſary to make their reſtimony as expligit ; as 
poſſible, to give it all the force it was capable of, to 

Atrengthen mutual confidenee. aud cement their union. 
Satisfied at the fame time, that fuch a determined ſtand 
for tbe work of God among their hands, was no leſs 
incumbent on private Chriltians i in their place, than u- 
pon the miniſtry in theirs, they agreed, that, joining 
in this bond fhould be “ the term of Chri/ ian as 


well as mini er ia ! communion in. the admiflign of 


people to ſealing. ordinances; ſecluding, therefrom. 


all oppoſers, contemners and  ſhighters of the aid reno - 


vation of our eovenants.“ Was this a term of com- 
munion of their ,own making? Or was it any thing 


| different from declaring, applying, and faithfully. ob 
| forving the terms Cris r hath appointed, even an 


honeſt confeltion of his name, agrecably to the cir- 
eumſtances of the church, and the work of God in 


her. 


— — — — 
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ber. We ſtill ſuppoſe, as in the caſe of the national 


covenants argued above, that there is nothing renouns 
ced.in this bond, but what is condemned in the word 


as error, nor any thing engaged to, but what is un- 


| deniable duty, enjoined in the fame word ;—and that 
avouching God as our God, on the footing of the new 


covenant, With a ſolemn avowal of bis truths and ways 
by cath, on proper occaſions, is of moral cbligation. 


The fr, of theſe the Relief Synod, we hope, will not 


diſpute. The ſecond I ſhonld willingly undertake ta 
prove both from ſcripture and reaſon, were it not un- 
anſwerably proved already ia different publications, to 

which all have acceſs f. 8 JFF 


However the HM ociate preſtytery wiſely 4 judged, 


| that much tenderneſs and lenity is to be uſed with the 


weakeſt of Chriſt's lock, who are lying open to light, 


and minting to come forward in the ſaid cauſe,” and 
therefore that they were to be waited for till they wil- 
lingly offered themſelves J. They were lenſible that 
public vows are a duty not of a ſtated nature, and con- 
_ tinued practice, in all periods of the church, ſuch as 
prayer, reading, hearing and communicating; but an 


occaſſonal exerciſe, of the fame general nature as faſt- 


ing, according to the openings of providence, and the 


calls given to the church by them ;—that weak, or 


ill-in formed Chriſtians are in danger of being entang- 
led by the cunning craftineſs of thoſe, who, eng e- 


nemies to the truth, or of a luke warm temporiſing 


| ſpirit, ſet themſelves in all ways to oppoſe ſo impor - 


tant and neceſſary a ſervice; that others, not duly 


be filled with ſcruples relative to their joining in fo 


ſolemn a bond ;-! ſay, fully ſenſible of all this, they 


were willing to be © gentle among their people even 


; . . Li -vASS BS l 8 
as a nurſe cheriſheth her children.” And to this day, 


* 


I. See the very valuable performances of the Revd, Maſſtr. 


5 Moncricf, Mori ſon and raham upon this ſubject. 


+ See their 4, Oc, 2 174% FEB. 14.1744. 


* * 
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+» Seceders 


apprehending the nature of this duty and the evange- 
| lical manner of performing it, under impreſſions of 
the deceit and deſperate wickedneſs of their own hearts, 
or diſquieting fears about their gracious ſtate, might 
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Feeders never forced their public vows upon any. 
Nay, perſons are not admitted to join in the bond, till 
they give ſatisfying evidence of their underſtanding it 
in all its connexions, and declare themſelves perfectly 
clear about the divine obligation of ſuch a mode of con- 
feſſing Chriſt, with its ſeaſonableneſs at this time, af - 
ter much pains taken with them in public aad pri- 
vate. Numbers who offered themſelves have been 
kept back for a time, from an apprehenſion that they 
could not ſwear in truth, judgment and righteouſneſs ; 
but I never knew of a ſingle perſon being denied 
church-communion in the Seceſſion on account of their 


ſcruples, while they were not ſetting themſelves againſt i 


the received principles of the ſociety on this head. 
Thouſands juſt now are admitted to all church pri- 
vileges, who never joined in the bond. There are ma- 
ny ſuch in every congregation. With what face then 
can it be faid, that the door of communion is unrea- 
ſonably ſtraitned? 335 
Shall this very lenity, ſor want of which Seceders 
are perpetually reproached, particularly by the Re- 
li, be made their crime? Unaccountable indeed, 
one author thinks ſo! They find covenanting © a 
moral duty, and yet ſuffer their hearers to lie open to 
light about the obligation of a moral duty; they are 
therefore much greater /atitudinarians than the Relief 


miniſters themſelves, who will ſuffer none of their hea- 


rers to ſie open to light, whether the moral law is oh- 
ligatory or not, without excluding them from commu- 
nion.“ P. 76. Whether Seceders then rigorouſly in- 

_ faſt upon ſwearing their bond as a term of communi- 
on, or cheerfully bear with the weak and uninform= 

ed, it is all one. They ſhall be impanelled either for 
impoſing on conſcience, or making void of the divine 

law. How like is this to the conduct of the Fews, re- 

lative to our Lord and his meſſenger the Baptift ? Si- 
milar to children fitting in the market place, nothing 
would pleaſe them, becauſe the divine procedure did 
not ſuit their humour, _ 5 
It is well, that the Relief miniſters have ſuch a 

regard to the moral law:“ but how baſe and unmanly 
Is it to inſinuate, that Seceders ſuffer their hearers to 
lie open to light, whether that law be obligatory or 
not; 
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not ? If men will argue, why are they not candid 2 
What Seceder, Sir, takes this liberty? Is it not one 


thing to allow a wan to heſitate about the obligation, 
of the moral lau, as an unalterable rule of righteouſ- 


neſs, and quite another thing to bear with a perſon 
who cannot ſatisfy his own mind, whether this or 


the other particular duty be indeed required in the 
moral law, and his duty, and at this time? The Sece- 
ders dare not on any accouut, venture the former; 


but think themſelves every way juſtified in the latter. 


Is it not a moral duty to celebrate the memorial of our 
Lord's death in the ſupper ? but may not a man be ad- 


mitted to the bapti/m of his child, who, from jealoufies 
ol his ſtate before God, from weak fears and violent 
temptations, has not communicated for ſome years, 
perhaps never in his life? Do you then give him a 
liberty to diſpute the obligation of the divine law, 
becauſe you ſuffer him to lie open to light about a 
moral duty? Is not family faſting a moral duty? but 


do you debar from the communion all who neglett it, 
cannot for ſome time underſtand it, make excuſes a- 


dout it, or from various circumſtances of their family, 
cannot ſee the expediency of it? What, pray, is this, 
to ſay the leaſt, but to ſuffer men to lie open to light 
about a moral duty? Is not attendance on ſocieties tor 
prayer and Chriſtian conference, as the Lord gives op- 
portunity, a moral duty? but are there not ſome 


members of the Relief congregation of St. Ninians, who 
cannot ſee it to be ſo, or who, from their circum- 


ſtances in providence, or from the various abuſes to 
which this inſtitution is liable, cannot ſee it to be their 


duty, after all the care our author has taken to inſtruct 
and direct them? What is this bunt to ſuffer people to 


lie open to light about a moral duty? do you, in theſe 
caſes therefore, give them a privilege of queſtioning, 
whether the moral law be obligatory or not? Many 
ſuch inſtances might be produced. „ 
Ina like manner, Seceders bold, conform to ſcrip- 
ture and the judgment of the beſt divines, who have 


had occaſion to touch on that ſubject, that public 


vowing to the Lord, on fit occaſions, is a duty of 
moral obligation, and yet can bear with numbers in 

the perſent omiſſion of it, who appear * 

y 
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I ſcrupulous. Perſops who openly contend- againſt 
xs obligation, and are ar pains to caſt” ſtumbling 
blocks in the way of their brethreo, they will not ad- 
mit to communion. Such they reckon. ophoſers a nd 
contemners of a divine ordinance, labouring to un- 
dermine the teftimony of Jeſus, as held and maintain - 
ed dy them, and therefore, no proper objects of fors 
bearance in a tate of communion. But thoſe who 
dull of hearing, are fettered by unallowed preju- 
dice, cannot properly enter into the diſpenſations of 
our day which call ſo loudly for this exercite, have 
difficulties about our manner of cond utting 1 it, or from 
darkneſs about their own {| piritual condition dare. not 
proceed in it, and at the ſame time, regular and i in- 
offenſive in their behaviour, Seceders think entitled to 
their ſympathy and indulgence. Men of the former 
_ deſcription they have little or no immediate buſineſs 
with, as they don't apply for communion with them, 
or quickly turn off to their own ways; and he muſt. 
be either very ignorant or malevolent, who will inſiſt, 
that the admiſſion of perſons of the latter deſcription 
| implies the leaſt allowance for people to lie open to 
kght about the obligation of the moral lau. At the 
fame time our author muſt fee, that ſuch reaſoning 
can be turned with the greateſt force againſt the Re. 
beef. For the obſervation of the Preſbyterian conſti- 
tution and order, by their own confeſſion, is a moral 
duty, and ſuch too, that it muſt enter Hentially i into 
a due public profefſim of the church in all periods, 
ſtands intimately connected with the whole frame of 
her ordinances, and upon it the preſervation of theſe 
ordinances, in any due meaſure of purity, greatly de · 
pends; yet they can allow Prelatiſts and Independents 
not only to lie open to light about them, but to deny 
them obſtinately, oppoſe them vigorouſly, and treat 
them with all poſſible ſcorn, nay afſiduouſly labour to 
fubvert them, in all the i intimacies of church commu» 
nion. Shall I therefore plead, „ that they allow peo- 
ple to lie open to light, whether the moral law be oh- 
ligatory or net? No; I think the practice both /, J ul 
and dangerous, but the inſerence unjuſt. . 
Our author ſeems allo much inclined to 1 fome- 
—s againſt one party of Seceders making the cone 
8 demnation 


6 


demnation of the Burgeſs oath a term of commnnier, 
But what that ſomething ſhould be, it is probable he is 


not refolved. His diſcourſe is ſo ambignons and wa- : 


vering, that it is hard to tell what to make of it, His 


Judgment of that matter ſeems but halt formed. We 


{hall therefore give | him teiſure to digeſt it better, and 


god kis opinion into more determinate language. 8 


Man time we may proceed to his Arrxubix. 
The defign of this laſt part'of the perfortnance' is r · 


Zold i to chaſtiſe me "with unbounded feurrility, and to 
quibble about ſome facts advanced in the Relief ſcheme 
con ſidened. The execution of the firfl anſwers lo well 
for 55215 in the; abſtract laid before the reader, chat 

it would be an infult on his patience and good ſenſe, 


to take an; Farther notice of it. If my Relief oppon- 


ents can glory in their ſhame, I have orher buſineſs 
on hand than to difturb them. But it may be reaſons- 


bly. expected. fince I have been led to review this 


piece, that the fecond ſhould not pafs without Obſerva- 
tion. | 


Our author here joins in the prodigious" outer 
the Relief againſt attacking the ehardders of their 1 
ers. Id is certainly much eaſier to perceive the des 
Hon, than the ground of this'uproar. Where Barra- 


tive has been employed, it is fimple and ſhort; Wel- 


out the fmalleſt degree of colouring, Which it would 


eaſily bave admitted, and which "fore world Have 
thought neceffary; hie wäby circumſtances, As 


thoſe concerned muſt know, 'are intuſtriovfly cbncea- 


led. The character of r no man has been deute. 
further than the manner. J which ſome have El 


nected, themiſelves with the Relief, or the courſe f 
the pablic adminiſtration of the ſociety, or the miſtakes. 


in their printed performances, and the femper” whic h 


runs thropgh them, —i!l exliiviiting: the ſpirit " of the 
| ſcheme, can be fuppoſed 0 affect their” rey 


And if in theſe poidts men are not witliog | to meet with 
cenſure, let them take cate not to iN; but if they 
are not affianied to do things worthy of blame, they 
muſt not take it amiſs to be told of them., - 


1s it not a very ſingutar touch to charge me with 


«> tearing up the aſhes of the deed with much cruelty 


and 
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and impiety,” becauſe it is obſerved the late Mr. Bofe' 
ton left his charge at Oxnam at his own hand, and 


formed a Relief congregation at Jedburgh without any 


regular call; and becauſe I preſumed to make ſome 
ſtrictures on Mr. Neil's diſcourſes on Chriſtian conimu - 
nion? This muſt be a ſpecies of empiety and cruelty of 
a very extraordinary kind, and, for any ching 1 know, 
is eſteemed ſuch by the Relief only. 

It is no leſs entertaining to * how he Keine 
every nerve to muſter up half a ſcore of lies, and bra- 
vades with as much aſſurance, as if 1 were already a 


convict, and had nothing between me and execution, 


but to take farewell of my friends, 
it was ſaid that Mr, Ramſay © was employed 3 in the 


Shotts, as a probationer, with a vie w to reconcile an 
abuſed pariſh to their Intruder and his kirk *.“ This 


It ſeems is a groſs falſchood ; for © Mr. Ramſay was 


employed only to preach the goſpel to the people at 


their own defire, not to reconcile them to the /ntru- 
der.” Ap. P: 4. What were Mr. Ramſay's intentions 
he beſt knows; nor do I meddle with the deſigns of 


the people. Poſlibly the views of both were upright. 


But upon what principle, and to what end were ſome 
of the moſt popular members of Hamilton Preſbytery 


ſent to preach at Shotts, before the erection of the 
Burgher congregation in that place, and ſometime af - 
ter it ? Was it not intended to keep the people in he 


communion of the national church, reconcile mem 
to Mr.Wells, and cruſh the Seceſſion in the bud? Was 
not Mr. Ramſay employed on the Tame plan? Was it 

not upon this ground alone, that the Intruder con - 
ſented to countenance, and invited his miniſtrations; 
expecting, if not expreſly ſtipulating, that the people 


ſhould attend him as they did the aſfiſtant? Did not 


the Preſoytery abide in theſe views, and ſupport Mr, 
Ramſay in ſerving them? Was Mr. Ramſay a ſlranger 
to all this, or was he not the willing tool of the Preſ- 
bytery and the Intruder? Will it be denied, that when 
the, SES ſaw the ſoare, and avoided it, attending 
on Mr. Ramſay's day of officiating, and ßend on 
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Mr. Wells, andthus the ſcheme proved abortive, that 


Mr. Ramſay was diſmiſſed? How can this aſſertion 
then be a pro/s fa ſebood? © | 


It had been alledged concerning Mr. Ker at Bells 
hill, that “'the Preſbytery of Edinburgh admitted, li- 
cenſed and ordained him“ “ To which he replies, 


© That the Preſbytery of Edinburgh admitted and li- 


cenſed him, is true; but that they ordained him is a 
_ notorious falſehood.” In this I ſhall give our author 
credit for once. He had acceſs to know; and as 


this correction is of /ingular importance, and a lead» 


ing hinge of the controverſy, as all may ſee, I hum» 


bly beg Mr. Ker's, Mr. Hutchiſon's, and the Revd. 
Pr:ſbytes pardon. My allegation was a flagrant in- 


jury to each of theſe parties; if the miſtake be not 

more pardonable, from the conſideration, that, at 
this time, there were a ſort of uo Preſbyteries of 
Glaſgow in the Relzef ; and I am ſure one of theſe had 
no hand in this ſettlement, Did Meſſrs. Gilleſpie, 


Cruden and Cowan concur in it? 


| obſerved that © every aſſiſtant at a ſacrament muſt 
| have ſome pecuniary compenſation according to the 

length and other circumſtances of the jonrney. Does 
he come ten, twenty or thirty miles? Then he will 


expect, and actually receives ue, three or five pounds. 
The ſums mentioned are moderate, and it ſeems com- 


mony Double the greateſt of them has been given " ih | 
This dur author cannot get denied, and yet he would 
be thought ro do ſo; for he declares P g. that he 


— 


was never at a ſacrament where “uch ſums” were 
going. But J aſk bim, whether he never heard of 
fuch ſums going at different ſacraments ? Never at E- 
dinburgh, never at Campbeltan, &c ? Farther I aſk him, 


whether he has been at ſacraments where /eme © fums 


have been received ?” He has © ſeveral times rode far 
without receiving a ſingle farthing,” But has he al- 
aways done ſo? It is the ordinary way of Relief mi- 
niſters to aſſiſt one another without any thing,” But 
is there not often another way? Dare he anſwer this 


queſtion in the negative? If not, how has he the con- 


udence to call my aſſcrtion as it ſtands above, “ a 


Relief. ſcheme, &c. P. . Þ Relief ſabeme, &c. P. 9. 
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glaring lie?“ © But even ſuppoſing, that Relief con - 

gregations ſhould think it proper to make a compli- 
ment to miniſters, who aſſiſt at their communion, 
| are they not free to do with their own what they 
pleaſe ?” By all means. Who dovbts their right to 

_ diſpoſe of what is indeed their own, as they ſee 
meet? Only cftabliſhing a practice of this kind, and 


pleading for it with ſo much acrimony, ſhews ſome- 


what of the ſpirit of the ſcheme. 


He talks in the fame ambiguous and evaſive man- 


ner about their rule of election. It was repreſented, 
©« that in the election of the i miniſter, at leaſt, in 


every particular congregation with them, none are per - 


mitted to vote, but thoſe who contributed to the 

building of the place of worſhip, or have purchaſed 
ſeats in it +.” Is this fact? No; It was not fo in the 

_ congregation of St Nintians, P. 6. Will our author be 
_ offended, if I beg leave to queſtion his aſſertion? Is 

| He ſure? Did he make all proper inquiry? | was at 
ſome pains to ſearch out the fact; and of all the Relief” 

_ ſettlements I have known or particularly heard about, 


there is not one exception to this rule. Was not this 


the rule in Edinburgh ; in Glaſgow, both when Mr Cruden 
and Mr Bell were called? Was it not fo at Angderſtown, 


at Hamilton, at Irvine, &c. &c, &c.? I muſt therefore 


have other evidence than Mr. Hutchiſon has adduced, 


to believe the ſettlement at St. Ninians was a fingular 
one. Why, but our author “ preſided in the electi- 


on of two candidates, in two congregations, where it 
was not ſo much as a queſtion, whether contributors 
only were to vote; but a/ in church communion, and of 
à good character were allowed a vote in the election? 
Perhaps no ſuch queſtion was debated in his preſence. 


But was there no ſuch queſtion made atall ? Will he 


aver this? Is he pofitive about it? and what were theſe 
lame congregations ? I am apt to think, if there were 


not ſome quibble here, he would have named them. 


% All in church-communion were allowed to vote.” 
Aye; but were any beſide contributors reckoned in 
| Cburch-communion ? This queſtion is the rather neceſ- 


fary, becauſe our author will, in his zeal to ſcreen 


+ Relief ſcheme, xc. P. 10. 
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things, turn to every ſide; andbecauſe it has been of- 
ten warmly contended in my hearing, that it canuot 
be known ata firſt election, who are in church-communis 
on with the Relief, but by their contributions; which is ſaid 


to make their rule of election indiſpenſible. He © knows 
the ſame to have been the caſe in many other elections. 

| WWhere were they Sir, and how many? If you will 

' pleaſe to inform us, we may come at the truth, When 
all is done, is not what is here charged the common 
and ordinary method? Then the argument on this 
head, ſtands in its full force. It would do fo, tho” 
not one election in ten were managed upon this prin- 
cCiple. If there be a fingle exception to the prevailing. 

mode, I muſt be of opinion, it is no more than a 
popular ſtroke to ſerve a turn, — not to alarm a peo- 

ple, who cannot underſtand the ſcripture- ground of 
| the reigning practice: Or, to make the very beſt of 


it; Relief elections are neither conducted upon the ſame 


principle, nor in the ſame way; which at leaſt proclaims 


a glaring and important contradiction, —ſhewing al- 


ſo, that a divine inſtitution, allowed by themſelves 
to be ſo, in moſt inſtances, is triſfed with and counter- 


ated. | 


The other part of their plan of election is denied 
with a great deal of paſſionate language : P. 6. that“ all, 


who are qualified after this manner, may claim an in- 
tereſt in the election, whether they be Relief people, 
properly ſo called, or not; whether they be credible 


flaints, men of blameleſs circumſpect lives or not z— 


whatever their profeſſion or even their practice be &. 
But not ſo warm, Sir. Was it ever known in the 


Relief), that any man, who contributed money and in- 


ſiſted upon voting, was denied this privilege ? I trow 


not. Has not his money always hitherto been ſup- 
po ſed to give him a right ? It has beyond contradicti- 


on. Have all been ſtrictly of the Relief profeſſion and 
principles, and men of blameleſs lives, who gave mo- 
ney to build a houſe ? Who will venture to ſay it? 
Is not our author ſure of the contrary ? Speak plain- 
ly, Sir, and the fack will be eſtabliſhed. Have not 


people of the efabliſbment, perſons of declared Inde- 
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pendent principles, and a fort' of mangrel-Szceders con- 
- tributed money, and been allowed to vote in Relief e - 


lections? Are not theſe people of very different pro- 


feſſions? Are fwearers, ſabbath breakers, tiplers &c. 


inen of good character? And have alt ſuch, upon all 


. occaſions, been debarred from voting, after being 
caſt their mite into the treaſury}? ? 


Speaking of the advantages attending the mode of 
election in the Relief, my words are, that “ perſons, 
who reſolve never to enter into any further religious 
connexion with the Relief congregation, having ob- 


_ tained a popular preacher, make their property turn 


out to an excellent pecuniary account. Their money 


will yield double intereſt while it lies in that houſe; 
and a bill of fale wilt produce a good reverſion *.“ 


Our author does not believe this, and takes leave to 


place it alſo in the /yfem of lies, P. 7. We ſhall theres 
fore try to render it a little more credible. D he :- 
ver know any, who, tho' they purchaſed cats i a 
_ Relief -meeting-houſe, ftill retained their property, 
perhaps ordinarily uſed it by atendance on ordi- 


pances for many years, yet never applied for admiffi- 


on tothe ſeals of the covenant, but Hatedly joined ia 
another communion; often declaring, they never 


meant any cloſer connexion with the Relief congre- 
gation ;—perlſbns, who let ſome part of their property 
to others with pecuniary advantage, or, who, when 


lelliag their ſeats, found their own account in it? 

I can ſcarce ſuppoſe him ignorant of this. But if he 

be; I beg leave to tell him it conſiſts with my cex- 

tain knowledge, Let him inquire how this matter 
_  Roodin Glaſgow, during Mr. Cruden's incumbency, 

or ſince the new Reli erection there, Then let him 


Rep out to Anderſtown. Impartial and earneſt in his 


- Inquiries, he will gather particulars in both theſe pla- 


ces. And there is no reaſon to imagine things ſingu- 


larly new obtain in thoſe congregations, 


I allowed that © fome Relief people ſeek a purer 


_ diſpenſation of the goſpel than generally can be enjoy- 


ed in the eſtabliſhed/church ;” but added, that, by 
far the greateſt part are utterly incapable of renderiog- 
"Relief ſcheme &c. P. 22. 
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any tolerable reafon of their conduct. One ts actuat- 
cd by humour ; another by vanity; a third by novel · 
ty ; a fourth ſtudies nothing more than his own, con- 
veniency, and that of his family +” Upon which, 


after calling me a dhunrigbt liar, our author thinks 


proper to make ſome very curious, declamatory, ſooth- 
ing flouriſhes, Ap P. 7, 8. To all which I fhall on- 


ly infiſt that trial be made. Some have found the 


matter as here reprefented, One becomes a Relief- 


may, becauſe he is piqued at the perfon of his pariſh 


miniſter, or the conduct of fome of his brethren in a- 
nother communion : When that humour has ſubſid - 
ed, perhaps he is gone. Another, becanſe he would 


de diſtinguiſhed and talked of; and when he finds 
himſelf unnoticed, or his' confequence declining, he- 


is gone. A third, becauſe the ſcheme is new, and 


the miniſter neu; when both become a little more 
familiar, he is gone. A fourth, becauſe he is nearer 


a Relief church than any other; and when his cirtum- 


ſtances are altered, he alſo is gone. Pray do nor Are 


mour, vanity, novelty or convenience influence ſuch 
perſons? And are not iaftances undeniably com- 
many: fi e y 15 


It was infiſted, that the people in the effablifh- 
ment are cheerfully admitted to the Lord's table with. 
them, (the Relief ) as often as they pleaſe, upon an 


atteſtation of their moral character by the pwiſh'mi- 


niſter, ſound in the faith or unſound, an intruder or 
not f.“ The figma of a deteſtable lie is put on this 
obſervation. Ap. P. 8. „It is not the way of tlie 


Relief miniſters to receive certificates from miniſters 
uaſound in the faith,” It is not their way, What 
do you mean by that ambiguous expreſſion? Can you 


deny that it has been done, often done'? Certainly, 


you will not have the aſſurance to refuſe a thing fo. 
unqueſtionable ; if Bixterians, Arminians, Pe/agians, 
or Socinianscbe unſound in the faith. No, you do 


not deny it, but only would have us to ſuppoſe you 


do. It is not the way,” — Was ever ſuch a certificate 
in any inſtance rejected? When Sir? Where ? If it 


never was, becauſe of the unſoundneſs of the atteſter, 
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this we may preſume is very like a way. 1 do not 


| believe, that one of them ever received certificates from 
Intruders in order to admit their hearers to commu - 


nion Muſt the charge be neceflarily a deteſtable lie. 
becauſe you do not believe it; when no proper reaſon 
of your incredulity is given ? That is a very caly way 


of argumentation, It will make any thing a lie, which 


| you pleaſe to pronounce ſuch. ** It would be a great 


wonder to. ſee thoſe under the miniſtry of [ntruders 
apply to the Relief. miniſters for ſealing ordinances.” 
Was there never ſuch a preternatural event, or is it 
not a wender pretty comman? Whether ſuch applica» 
tions have been received, aſk at Collingſburgh, at Auch. 
termuchty, at Cowpar of Fife, at Largo, &c. &c. &c. 
What Relief clergyman is fo ſqueamiſh as to ſcruple 


ſuch applications, if there be no other circumſtance 


of diſguſt, than that the incumbent is an Intruder? 

Speaking of the ſolemn league I give it as my opi- 
nion, that it was not the intention of our worthy 
anceſtors to call in the aid of fire and fword, racks 
and gibbets,—theſe antichriſtian engines, to convert 


men to the truth *,” Here too it ſeems I make, in 

my uſual manner, a *© pleaſing excurſion beyond the 
limits of truth,” and with very much meekneſs am 
pronounced a Reverend liar accordingly. Ap. P. 9, 10 


Pray, may not our author and I differ in our opinion 


about the intention of our anceſtors, and yet neither 
de a liar ? O but the national covenant, agreeable to 
the petition of the General Aſſembly, 1639. was enjoin- 
ed by Parliament under all CIVIL Pains, 1640. 
The reader will no doubt obſerve it is the Sn 
League T am ſpeaking of; whereas Mr. H. makes his 
reflections on the National Covenant. However it does 
not much alter the caſe. I ſhall give my reaſons for 
being of opinion, it was not the intention of our wor- 
thy anceſtors to call in the aid of the antichriſtian en- 


gines above-mentioned to convert meo to the truth, 
notwithſtanding what our author ſuggeſts ; ſubmit- 


ting them to the impartial and candid. 


In this oath our fathers “ deteſt and refuſe the u- 


_ furped authority of the Roman antichriſt upon the 
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| ſeriptures of God, the civil magiſtrate, and the con · 


ſciences of men:“ F 1. And we ought certainly to pre- 
ſume as much upon the good ſenſe and religion of 


our retorming anceſtors, eſpecially conſidering their 


character in hiſtory, as to conclude they did not mean 
” claim and exerciſe an authority over others, which 


were convinced was uſurped, and as ſuch detefied 
id refuſed z unleſs we had the moſt ungueſtionabſe 
fafts to demonſtrate the contrary. 


Beſides, every Jurant © oroteſts, that after long 


© 2nd due examination of his conſcience in matters 
« of true and falſe religion, he was now. thorough] 


e reſoluad in the truth by the word and ſpirit ot God; 


% and therefore that he be/ieved with the heart, con- 


„ feſſed with the mouth, and ſubſcribed with his hand” 
that oath.—He * proteſts, and calls the SEarRcHER ü• 
„, all hearts to witneſs, that his mind and heart did 


fully agree with this his confeſſion, promile, oath and 


e ſubſcription, ſo that he was not moved with any 
« worldly reſpect.“ $2. Now, what man of any con- 
ſcience could declare this, if fire and ſword, racks and 
| gibbets were his conſtraining, motives ? Or who has 
the heart to think, or the audacity to maintain, that 
our worthy anceſtors would allow perſons to ſwear ſuch 
an oath, when they had every fatisfying evidence, that 


Fear of Suniſbment alone prevailed with them to take 
it ;-—and accordingly that they meant to employ the 
inſtruments of perſecuting violence to convert men to 


the truth? Before he can imagine this, he muſt be- 
| lieve thoſe great and good men, were a race of the 


_ moſt abandoned miſcreants that ever ſaw the ſun. 


| Tho? our author is very certain that re and word, 
racks and gibbets are included in ALL C1viIL PAINS, 
yet the judgment of thoſe, who are acquainted with 
the Scots law is againſt him. It is their opinion, that 
unleſs the law expreſly declares death to be the puniſh. 
ment, or mentions the parns of treaſon, any other, e- 


ven the higheſt annexed to any Parliamentary fla» 


tute, cannot be conſtructed in law to amount to death: 
2 1 that when the puniſhment j is all civil pains, the 


judge is at liberty to proportion the puniſhment to the 


nature of the crime, and quality of the offender +. 


+ See Wilſon's Defence, P. agg. 5 
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11 is one thing to defend the- church and ſlate, to Sg 
* ſecure a people in the enjoyment of their civil and reli- 
gious liberties, againſt the machinations and encroach- 
ments of enemies by ail civil pains; and anether thing 
to attempt converting men to the truth by them. The 
Fit vas the intention of our fathers, as is plain from 


the hiſtory of that time, - their many public declarati- 


ons, repreſentations, proteſtat ions, &c. It is evident 


from the whole ſpirit; nay, and ſeveral paragraphs in 


the National covenant itſelf. — It was to „ ſecure and 


defend the. liberties - of their country, the mini- 


«© piftrativn'of Juſtice, and. puniſhment of | iniquity a- 
© gainſt all enemies withia this realm, or withour it, 
8 3 i having in their eye, perſons who were mind. 
ing firſt, vader a cloke of religion, to corrupt and 
9 ſubvert fecretly God's true religion within this kirk; 


and afterward, when time might ſerve, to become 


een enemies and perſecutors of the ſame, under vain 
(„ hope of the Pope's diſpenſation. ? $ 2. This was 
their declared intention. And was it not juſt? Was 


it not landable ? The «ther is no where intiouated, nor 
does it appear they ever dreamt of it. 

If they meant ro make any examples of this ods 
of converſion, Parliament men were fit objects of the 


national reſentment, as many things concurred to give 
them greater influence than others upon the whole 


| Kate of their affairs. Yet in the ſame act referred to 


by our author, while it is provided, that the Covenant 


1 he preſented at the entry of every Parliament, and 


before they proceed to any other act, that the ſawe 
40 he publicly read and ſworn by the whole members 
« of Parliament, claiming voice therein ;”it only! or- 

dains, that the refulers to ſubſcribe and ſwear the ſame 
Hall have no place or vote in Parliament.” Pray, 
is not mere excluſion from places of power and truſt, be- 


cauſe I will not give ſociety a neceſfary pledge of my 
fidelity, ſomething very different from endeavouring 


to convert me, or others, thro? my capital puniſhment, 


by the inſtruments of bloody cruelty above-mention- 


. 
It is no more than. reaſonable, certaiply, to Jud 8 5 
of their . their actions. If they really in. 


tended 


F 
v 
* 
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„ : 
tended to call in the aid of theſe antichriftian engineg, 
why were they not actually employed; eſpecially when 
our fathers thought the cauſe of the laſt importance, 
and had it fo much at heart? That numbers refuſed 
the covenant, we are ſure; that the whole power of 
the nation was in the hands of the Covenanters at this 
time, is no leſs undeniable; it muſt have been eaſy 
therefore, to have carried ſuch an intention into execu- 
tion: Yet] put all the Relief intereſt to defiance to 
ſſhe , that perſons of any rank, order or denomination in 
Scotland, ſuffered by fire or ſword, racks or gibbets for 
| a ſimple refuſing the covenant. Nay, it does not ap- 
| pear that the leaſt violence was offered by government 
| to any on a religious account. This I think of itſelf a- 
mounts to a demonſtration, all circumſtances confider- 
ed, that our reformers had no ſuch body defigns as 
this writer charges them with. So much to ſhew that 
my opinion is at leaſt plauſible, e. 
The tenth and laſt falſehood charged on me is that 
tho! Mr. Bell before his late ſacramental ſolemnity 
invited the aſſiſtance of his quondam brethren, they 
to a man denied bim *.“ He is *© perſuaded Mr. Bell 
will endeavour to expoſe me as a /ying prophet for this 
___ aſſertion,” App. P. 11. But wherein is this contra- 
ry to truth? The reader muſt be amazed to obſerve 
 what'a baſe, d:fingenuous quibble is employed to find it 
ſo. Dol affirm that Mr. Bell invited all his quondane 
brethren? No. Nor is it probable on many accounts 
that he did. I never imagined it. That he invited 
ſeveral of them our author allows; and that all whom | 
he did invite to a man denied him, even our writer has | 


not the boldneſs to refuſe. Where then is the falſe- -£ 
| Hood of what is aſſerted? Whether Mr. Stuart was a 
a invited or not, I ſhall give myſelf no trouble to examine, . 
nor is it any thing to the purpoſe, 33 7 
HAVING now offered every thing which I 4 
thought neceſſary on the ſeveral parts of this excellent 41 
performance, I cheerfnlly leave the iſſue of the cauſe F 
with thoſe who can think without prejudice, and de- 4 
cide with impartiality. TRUTH will prevail on what- 0 
; Relief [cheme, &. P. 9. | | — SLES f 

| | L ever 
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ever fide it is Sand; and he is a contemptible writer 
indeed, who ſtrives only for the applauſe of victory. 
The human heart is a great depth; but fo far as 1 
have been able to trace its operations in this contro- 
verſy, it is the cauſe of truth, and not of party, which 
I wiſh to plead. The attacks made upon its intereits 
by the Relief firſt put the pen into my band, and have 
now impelled me to reſume it. Let truth be ſecured, 
and my performances ſhall attend our author as tro- 
pPhies of his heroic deeds. | 17 
He intimates in the concluſion of his picce, that 
if he has conducted his vindication of the Relief 
irony e at the expence of thoſe of Seceders, they 
Have their own friends to blame, who by their folly and 
indiſcretion provoked the eombat; and without being 
endued with the gift of prophecy, he foreſees that the 
Seceſſion cauſe will Acquire neither credit nor profic by 
this controverſy.“ : 
II is certainly true, that the ſobpe of ds perfor- 


| mance, is, rather to raiſe a duſt upon Scceders, than 


defend his own connexions. To attempt the one is 
caſier than to accompliſh the other. His plan of ope- 
ration therefore, muſt be commended for the pru- 
dence with which it has been laid and executed. Whe- 
ther he has vindicated the Relief principles, my ſilence 
will not hinder others to determine, The Seceſſion 
cauſe has ſurvived much more formidable attacks than 
the combined force of the Relief is, or ever will be ca- 
pable of. Its credit, I doubt not, will flourith, and 


its profit be enhanced, when Mr. Hutchiſcn and I : 


ſleep in the duſt, That it will acquire either by my 
method of agenting it, I dare not boaſt, left my ſpeech 
prove me perverſe. That it will not ſafer, © we may 
be permitted to hope. It is worthy of a much better 
advocate ; and ſuch it muſt have found, if any of 


my fathers or brethren could 12 commanded as 


much leiſure as to lay open the pernicious ſcheme of 
Relief, arid appear for the oppoſite intereſt ; but till 
their attention be turned this way, the weakeſt, well- 
meant endeavour will not fail of their indulgence. 
Be my folly a and indiſcretion what they may, tbe blame 
is wholly wile own, lince none of them ever — 
ON. 


„ © 
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former or preſent production, 0 _ appe. trom 


the preſs. 
It was hinted before, and chere is too much ground 


to repeat the obſervation, that many are ſteeled againſt 


every impreſſion in favour of the truth upon this ſub- 
ject. Moſt men are too high, to bring either their 


principles or practice to the bar of the word. Their 
main concern is to ?wiſt it into a coincidence with their 


own pre-conceived opinions; and in this caſe we muſt 


not expect, they will bear with patience any thing that 


has an unfriendly aſpect toward them. Why ſhould 


not ſuch take their own way ? The JuDce flandeth 
at the door.—It is encouraging on the other hand, 


that there is no ſnare laid with ſo much ſubtilty, but 
our exalted Lord can break it; nor any mean ſo 
contemptible, but he can make it effectual for ſetting 


his own at liberty. If what has now and formerly 


been advanced, ſhall be bleſſed to any for that end, it 


will be a furtherance of my joy. In the mean, time, 
the Public will excuſe me for not following Mr Hut- 


chiſon's example, in cautioning them againſt his wris 
tings, as he does againſt mine. By all means let them 


| have a candid, deliberate peruſal. Trath loves to ape 


pear; but to hear one fide of any cauſe and ſhut out 
ears againſt the other, is manifeſt injuſtice both to 


truth and ourſelves. 
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